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THE 

ANTIMONARCHICAL CONSPIRACY. 

/ 



PRELIMINARY DISCOURSE. 



Jn this Second Part of the “ Memoirs ileus- Plan of 

TRATING THE HlSTORY OF JACOBINISM,” OUr 

objett will be to fhow, how the Sopbijlers of Im- 
piety, becoming the Sopbijlers of Rebellion , after 
having confpired againft- every altar, cOnlpire 
againft every throne. We lhall demonftrate, that 
thefe men under the name of Philofophers, after 
having fworn to crulh Chrift and his altars, bound 
themfelves in a fecond oath to annihilate all regal 
power. 

We have faid in the former part of this work*, 
that the Sophifters of Impiety, when they were 
become the Sophifters alfo of Rebellion, had 
leagued with a Sett, long fince concealed in the 

• Preliminary Difcourfe, Vol. I. P. xiv. 

Vol. II. B occult 
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ANTIMONARCHICAL CONSPIRACY. 



o ccult lodg e s of F r eemafonry , whofc adepts,, like 
the modern Philofophers, had fworn hatred to the 
altar and the throne, had fworn to crulh the God 
of the Chriftians, and utterly to extirpate the Kings 
of the earth. 

*This two-fold objed naturally divides - our 
Second Volume into two Parts. The firft will 
develope the rife and progrefs of the Confpiracy 
of the Sophifters, called Philofophers: The fecond 
of that Sed, which we have denominated Occult 
Mafons ( Arrieres Mafons ), to diftinguifh their 
adepts from the multitude of brethren who were 
too virtuous to be initiated in the occult myfteries, 
too religious, and too faithful citizens to affociate 
in their plots. 

After having treated feparately of thefe two con- 
fpiracies, though both tending to the fame objed, 
we lhall Ihow them leaguing together; and by 
their united efforts accomplifhing that part of the 
French Revolution which effeded the overthrow 
of Religion and Monarchy, of the altar and the 
throne ; in a word, which murdered, bafely mur- 
dered, the unfortunate Lewis XVI. on a fcaifold. 
Reflec- Confining ourfelves to fads, and fuppreffing the 
the con- powers or imagination, it feems incumbent on us 
fpiracy to fubmit fome few reftedions to the reader, 
Engs, which, though naturally flowing from the fubjed, 
are yet requifite to enable him to follow the pro- 
grefs of the Sophifters in their fccond confpiracy, 
5 '» 
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to fhow by what gradations they paffed, or rather 
with what celerity they were hurried headlong* 
from the fchool of impiety to that of rebellion, by 
the inherent tendency of their principles. 

While, under the dire&ion of Voltaire, thefe 
pretended Philcifophers had merely applied their 
principles of Equality and Liberty to matters of 
faith, and had thence confpired againft the God of 
the Golpel, that each might be at liberty to form 
his own religion, or thfow off every religious 
tiej — during that time, few were the obftacles 
they had to fear from thofe various dafles of men, 
which it was chiefly their objeft to captivate.— 
During their war againft Chriftianity, the paffions 
proved their moft powerful allies. There would 
be no great difficulty in deluding thofe unfor- 
tunate men, who combat the myfteries which they 
do not underftand, merely to exempt themfelves 
from the reftraint of thofe precepts and the practice 
of thofe virtues which are unfavourable to their 
paffions. 

Sovereigns, feldom much verfed in the fcience 
or hiftory of religion; men who often, under 
the fanction of opulence and the fplendour of 
rank, only feck to throw off all control on their 
moral conduct; others aipiring at fortune, and 
caring not by what unwarrantable means they 
acquire it; vain men panting after an empty 
name,, and, ready to facriffce every truth to a far*- 
, B a caftic 
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cattic meteor, or fbme blafphemy miftaken for 
wit, and others who would have had little hope of 
celebrity had they hot directed their genius againft 
their God; — in fhort, all thofe men who, eafily re- 
ceiving fophifms for demonftrative proofs, never 
troubled themfelves with the inveftigation of that 
equality of rights, and that liberty of reafon , which 
the conlpiring Seft reprefcnted to them as being 
incompatible with a religion revealed, and replete 
with myfteries. 

Few even of the adepts had ever re Hefted on 
the abfurdity of oppoling the rights of realon to 
revelations as if thofe pretended rights of our 
limited reafon were to fufpend the power of an 
infinite God who reveals himfelf, or were to depre- 
ciate the truth of his oracles, and of the million 
of his Prophets and A pottles. They never had 
refiefted, that the whole quettion of thefe rights 
of reafon turned (imply on this: to know whether 
God had fpoken or not; and to believe and 
filcntly adore whatever might be the nature of the 
truths he had revealed. 

Men fo little able to comprehend and to defend 
the rights of their God, could not have been very 
dangerous adverfaries for the Sophitters, who are 
perpetually fetting this liberty of reafon in oppofi- 
tion to the Gofpel. 

But how different the cafe, when the Seft ap- 
plying this lame Equality and Liberty to the 

empire. 
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empire of human laws and to civil fociety, con- 
cludes, that after having crufhed the altar, it was 
alio necefiary to overturn every throne, in order 
that men might be reinftated in their original 
Equality and Liberty ! A confpiracy on fuch prin- 
ciples, and drawing after it fuch confequences, 
mull naturally have been combated by the intc- 
rells and the pallions of the Royal Sophillers, of 
the protecting Princes, and of all thofe adepts of 
the higher dalles, who were fo docile to the 
accents of liberty, when thofe accents only me- 
naced the deftrudlion of the religion of their God. 

Voltaire and D’Alembert could not expeCl to 
find Frederic, Jofeph II. Catherine III. or Gultavus 
of Sweden, much difpofed to fubvert their re- 
lpe&ive thrones. It was very probable too, that 
many other protecting adepts, fuch as minifters 
or courtiers, nobles, or wealthy perfons diftin- 
guilhed by their rank, would foon perceive the 
danger of depending on a multitude, who, having 
thrown off all obedience, would foon grafp at 
fovereignty itfelf, and as the firft eflay of its 
power, would level every fpecies of property, and 
ftrike off every head which rofe above that multi- 
tude. 

On the fide of the Sophillers themfclves, though 
gratitude could have had but little weight with 
them, yet their interell, their very exillence might 
have abated their eagernefs againll the throne. 

B 3 D’Alem- 
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D’Alembert lived on penfions from the Kings o 
France and Pruffia; his very apartment in the 
Louvre was a gift from Lewis XVI. The Em- 
prefs of RulTia alone fupported Diderot’s ruined 
fortune; and the Grand Duke penfioned the adept 
La Harpe. Damilaville would have been a 
beggar, if difearded from his office. The Philo- 
fophic Sanhedrim of that French Academy com- 
pofed of fo many adepts owed its exiftence, its 
means, its counters (jettons ) to the generality of 
the monarch. There were few other fcribbling 
Sophifters who did not either look up to a penfion, 
or had not already obtained one by the intrigues 
of the. protecting minifters. 

Voltaire had acquired an independent fortune j 
but he was not, on that account, the lefs elated 
when M. de Choifeul gave him back the penfion 
which, twelve years before, he had loft, on ac- 
count of his impious writings *. Befide, nobody 
knew better than did Voltaire, that he was chiefly 
indebted for the fuccefs of his Antichriftian Con- 
Ipiracy to the royal adepts. He was coo proud 
of numbering among his difciples Imperial and 
Regal Sovereigns, to confpire againft their very 
exiftence on earth. 

All thefe motives, therefore, gave (Juice a dif- 
ferent turn to the confpiracy againft the Throne, 

• To Damilaville, 9 Jan. 1762, Vol. 57, Let. 152, P. 310. 

from 
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from that which we have already feen ere&ed 
againft the Altar. In the warfare againft the Gof- 
pel, Equality and Liberty could have been hut a 
(hallow pretence i it was their hatred againft 
Chrift by which they were hurried away. It is 
hardly pofiihle that they could have concealed 
from themfelves that it was rather a war waged by 
their palfions againft the virtues of the gofpel, 
than a warfare of reafon againft the myfteries of 
Chriftianity. In the Antimonarchical Confpiracy, 
the pretext had grown into conviction. The So- 
phifters believed their principles of Equality and 
Liberty to be demonftrated, they did not even 
fufpeCt an error in their principles. ' They he- 
lievcd the war which they waged againft Kings 
to be a war of juftice and qf y>ifdam. In the 
former confpiracy, it was the paftiong inventing 
principles tp combat the God of the ChriftiaqSi 
in the latter, it was reafon, milled by thofe fame 
principles, (eek.ing and glorying in the downfal of 
every crowned head. 

Rapid had been the progrels of the paffions. 
From his very birth, Voltaire’s hatred againft 
Chrift had been at its height. Scarcely had he 
known, ere he hated, fcarcely hated when he 
fwore to crulh, the God of the Chriftians. Not 
fuch was the progrefs of the hatred againft Kings. 
This fentiment had, like opinion and conviction, 
its gradations. The very intereft of the Sophi- 
B 4 fters 
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fters of Impiety thwarted for a long time the mea- 
fures of thofe of Rebellion j many years were ne- 
'ceffary to enable the Se<£t to form its fyftems, to 
determine its plots, and refolve on its objeft. 
Were we to precipitate its Heps, we fhould be 
guilty of mifreprefentation. As faithful hiftorians, 
it will be incumbent on us, to fhow this hatred 
againft Kings in its infancy, that is, fpringing 
from the hatred againft Chrift, and fucceffively 
applying thofe principles invented againft the 
altar, to the deftruftion of the throne. This 
hatred againft kings had even in the chiefs of the 
confpirators its gradations: but their fyftems will 
complete the delufion, and root it in the hearts of 
the adepts. It will bear abfolute fway over theiv 
fecret academy, and there will the fame plots be 
contrived againft the throne as Philofophifm had 
framed againft the altar. The fame means and the 
fame fuccefs will combine the confpiracies. The 
fame- crimes and the fame difafters will combine 
the revolutions. 



CHAP. 
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CHAP. I. 

Firji Step in the Conspiracy againfi Kings. 

Voltaire and ’D'Alembert paffmg from the Hatred of 
Chriftianity to the Hatred of Kings. 

Our attention to truth and juftice with regard to Voltaire 
a man, who was lb far from both with refpett to 
religion, obliges us to begin this chapter by a de- to Kings, 
daration, which might make Voltaire appear to be 
the fartheft from an enemy, much lefs from being 
the author of a confpiracy againft the throne. If 
this man, the moft unrelenting chief when confpir- 
ing againft Chriftianity, had followed the bias of his 
own inclination, or had he been able to fway his 
adepts in politics as he had in impiety, never would 
that oath of deftroying the throne have iffued from 
his fchool. 

. Voltaire loved kings ; their favor and their cardies 
were his delight; he was even dazzled with their 
greatnefs. His fentiments cannot be miftaken, after 
having feen him glory in linging the prailes of Lewis 
XIV. or Henry IV. kings of France ; of Charles XII. 

.king of Sweden; of the Czar Peter Emperor of all 
the Ruftias; of Frederic II. king of Pruflia; and 
of fo many other kings both of ancient and modern 
times. 

Voltaire had all the habits and manners of the 
great, and at his court of Ferney a<5ted the Gran- 
' dee 
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dec perfectly well. He had too high an opinion 
of his own abilities to aflimilate himfelf, by Equa- 
lity, to that multitude which he contemptuoufly 
ftiles, the beggarly canaille. 

He was not only partial to kings, but even to 
the monarchical form of government. When he 
gives a loofe to his own fentiments, and in his 
hiftorical writings, we fee him invariably pre- 
ferring r the dominion of one to that of the many. 
He could not endure the idea of having fo many 
mailers as there were counfellors in the parlia- 
ment *; how then could he adopt that liberty and 
fovereignty of the people which would have given 
him as joint fovereigns, the towns and fuburbs, 
the peafantry and his own vafials. He who fo 
much delighted in reigning in his own caftle, who 
was fo jealous of his prerogatives in the midil of 
his eftates which he called his little Province, how 
could he wiih to fandtion an Equality and Liberty 
which was to level the caftle with the cottage ? 

Befide, Voltaire’s principal objedt was to anni- 
hilate Chriftianity j and he feared nothing fo much 
as to be thwarted by the kings in his undertaking, 
on pretence that he equally aimed his .blows at the 
throne as he did againft the altar. It was for this 
reafon that he perpetually warns the adepts of what 

* To the Due de Richelieu, *o May, 1771, Vol.61, Let. 
281, P.490; and 20 July, Let. 293, P. 5*5. 

confe- 
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confequence it was, that the Philofophers fhould 
be confidered as faithful fubje&s. When alluring 
Marmontel how much he (Voltaire) was prote&ed 
by Choifeul and die courtezan Pompadour, he 
writes, that they may fend him any thing without 
danger. *« They know that we love the king and 
«* the ftatc. It was not among us that fuch people 
“ as Damien heard the voice of rebellion. I am 
* f draining a bog, I am building a church, and I 
** pray for the king. We defy either Janfenift or 
“ Molinift to have a greater attachment for the 
" king than we have. My dear friend, the king 
t{ mult be acquainted that the Philofophers are 
“ . more attached to him than ail the fanatics and hy- 
pocrites in his kingdom*.” 

It was the felf-fame motive which induced him 
to write to Helvetius (that Sophifter whom we fhall 
fee fo unrelenting in his hatred to kings), “ It is 
“ the kin ft inttreft that the number of Philofophers 
* f fhouid augment, and that of the Fanatics di- 
** minilh. We are quiet, and they are all dif- 
** turbers of the peace ; we are citizens, they are 

** the children of fedition The faithful fer- 

** vants of the king , and of reafon, fhall triumph 
xe at Paris, at Vore, arid even at the Delicesj-.” 
Apprehenfive, however, that the Philofophers 
might be fufpe&ed, notwithftanding all his pro- 

• To Marmontel, 13 Aug. 1760, Vol. 56, Let. 183, P. 352. 
f To Helvetia*, 27 Odt. 1760, Vol. 56, Let. 220, P.438. 

- teftations. 
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teftations, he had already written thus to D’Alem- 
bert, “ Do you know who the bad citizen is that 
“ wiflies to perfuade the Dauphin that France is 
“ overran with the enemies of religion ? They 
“ will not pretend to fay, I hope, that Peter Da- 
“ miens, Francis Ravaillac, and their predeceflors 
“ were Deills and Philofophers.” Neverthelefs, he 
ends his letter by faying, “ I fear that Peter Damiens 
“ will be a great detriment to Philofophy*.” 
Finally, if any thing can paint in ftrong colours 
Voltaire’s attachment to kings, it will be the me- 
thod in which he treats thofe of the adepts who 
dared attack the authority of the fovereign. The 
adept Thiriot had fent him a work on the Theory 
of Taxation, and Voltaire anfwers, “ Received the 
“ Theory of Taxation, an obfeure theory, and ap- 
“ parently to me an abfurd one. AH fuch theo- 
“ ries are very ill timed, as they only ferve to 
“ make foreign nations believe that our resources 
" are exhaufted, and that they may infult and at- 
" tack us with impunity. Such men are very ex - 
“ traordinary citizens indeed, and curious friends to 
“ man. Let them come where I am op the fron- 
“ tiers, and they will prefently change their opinions . 
*« They will foon fee how necejfary it is that the king 
“ and the ft ate Jhould be refpeSted. Upon my word, 
,c at Paris people fee every thing topfy-turvy j-.” 

* ToD’Alembest, i6Jan. 1757, Vol. 68, Let. 18, P.31, 
f To Thiriot, u Jan. 1765, Vol. 5 7, Let. 7* P. 14. 

The 
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The ftauncheft Royalift could not have infilled 
in a clearer manner on the neccffity of liipporting 
the Royal authority ; neverthelefs, he had already 
let fall many expreflions which little denoted any 
zeal for the caufe of kings. He had not adopted, 
as yet, that Philofophilin of rebellion, of Equality 
and Liberty, which was to fanaticile the French 
people, and raile Robefpierres and Marats in fuc- 
ceffion to the fanatics Ravaillac and Damiens.— 

t 

There were times even when he would have 
treated the Mirabeaux, La Fayettes, and Baillys, 
as he ufed fometimes to treat thofe mad CEcono- 
mifts, who, attacking the authority of kings, faw, 
through their pretended theory, every thing in a 
~ wrong light. But this love for his king was but 
a remnant of his firft education, which Philofo- 
phifm had often belied, and of which the very 
trace would foon be erafed from the heart of the 
Sophifter. 

Had Voltaire, either from his own fentiments, D ec i; ncs 
or for the intereft of the Sed, been ftill mt>re de- towards 
firous of being looked upon as a good citizen, or a nd Li- 
a faithful fubjed to the king, yet the adepts could l >ert y* 
have retorted the arguments he had perpetually 
repeated to ftir them up againft Chriftianity, in 
too powerful a manner againft his arguments in 
favor of kings, for him to have been able to with- 
iftand them. It was but natural that men who had 
been taught to oppofe their Equality and Liberty 
8 to 
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to the God of revelation, to his minifters and pro- 
phets, Ihould alfo oppofe them to the kings of 
the earth. Voltaire had taught them that the 
Equality of rights and Liberty of reafon were in- 
compatible with that power of the church and of 
the gofpel commanding a fubmifllon to and a be*? 
lief in myfteries which were inconceivable by 
reafon. The adepts, as the next ftep, declare 
that the Equality of men, the Liberty of nature, 
were equally incompatible with any fubmifllon to 
the empire and laws of one man, or even of 
many , whether called parliaments or fenates, lords 
or princes, pretending to the dominion over a 
whole nation, and dictating laws to the multitude, 
who had neither made them, difcufled them, nor 
wilhed for them. 

Thefe principles, fo forcibly infilled on by 
Voltaire when combating Chriftianity, might na- 
* turally be objected to his propofitions relpedling 
fubmifllon to the fovereign j and they were fo. 
The adepts urged the confequences, and the 
premier chief was unwilling to lofe the pre- 
eminence over his own fchool in what he called 
Philofophy. The procels by which he was led 
from the Sophiftry of Impiety to that of Rebel- 
lion, is too much blended with the progrefs of his 
anti-religious Philofophifm, not to be worthy of 
invelligation. 



Voltaire 
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Voltaire had been actuated by no other pafliort 
than that of hatred againft Chrift, when in the 
year 1718 he cauied to be publicly recited in his 
tragedy of CEdipus thole two famous verfcs, which 
alone comprehend the whole of that anti-religi- 
ous revolution which was to be accomplilhed fe- 
venty years afterward : 

Priefts are not what they feem to vulgar eyes. 

In our credulity their fcience lies *. 

Thefe two lines only proclaim that Equality 
of rights and Liberty of reafon which, difavowing 
the authority or million of the clergy, leave the 
people at full liberty to form their religious 
tenets on whatever they may pleafe to call their 
reafon. Bdt many years elapfed before Voltaire' 
cfould form a corredt idea of that Equality and 
Liberty which was to diveft the monarch of his 
rights, as he had diverted the church of hcr’s. 

It even appears that he had not at that time any 
idea of deducing from this Equality and Liberty 
principles fo fatal to Monarchy j that he was per- 
fectly ignorant of what Equality and Liberty, ap- 
plied to civil fociety, meant, when he publilhed 
his epiftles or difcourfes on Equality and Liberty 
in 1738. The firft leflons he received on the 
fubjedt were from his eleve Thiriot, whom he had 



• Les pretres ne font pas ce qu’un vain people penfe 
Notre crcdulite fait toote learfdenct. 
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left in England, and from whom he wilhed to 
learn what opinion the adepts had formed on 
thofe epiftles. Or, as is more probable, Thiriot, 
knowing his mailer’s bias for arillocracy, only 
wrote that he had not fufficiently gone to the 
point , and that he was not in complete poflelfion 
of the true principles. Piqued at fuch a re- 
proach, Voltaire, like a man who did not care 
to fee himfelf outdone by his difciples, writes, 
** A word on the Epiftles. Where the devil do 
ct you find that they do not go to the point. 
** There is not a Angle verfe in the fjrft epiftle, 
** which does not Ihow the Equality of conditions , 
€t nor one in the fecond which does not prove 
** Liberty 

No'twithftanding this reply, the difciple was 
in the right. He might have rejoined, that 
throughout the whole of the Epiftles there was 
not a fingle verle which, philofophically fpcaking, 
was not a mifconftruttion j fince, in the firft, all 
that Voltaire aimed at proving was, that in all 
ftations of life the fum total of happinefs was 
nearly the fame ; and in the fecond. Liberty is 
confidered much more as a phyfical faculty, than 
as a natural, civil, and political right. The in- 
ference drawn from the firft is, that it is ufelcfs 
for man to trouble himfelf about the difference 
of ftations, as the fame portion of happinefs is 

* To Thiriot, 24 Oft. 1738, Vol. 53, Let. 35, P. 88. 

nearly 
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dearly allotted to each; the fecond does hot even 
mention that liberty which the adepts fo much 
infift on againft kings, and only alTerts that 
liberty which fo well demonftrates the diftin&ion 
of right and wrong; and which the fe& always 
looked upon as too favorable to religion. 

Without ieeming to fubmit to his difciples> 
Voltaire, nevertheleis, gradually adopted theft 
fentiments ; vexed at having aflerted the rights 
of free agency, he countera&ed all the influence 
that doftrine might have had, and gave his defini- 
tion of liberty * fuch a turn, that Predeftinarians 
themfelves could not have cavilled at it. In a 
word, he no longer afferted any other liberty than 
that which has proved fuch a powerful weapon 
againft fovereignty in the hands of the Se&. 

Th* 

* If we are to believe this definition, Liberty confiffs in 
tie power tf doing what we wiU. A true metaphyfician 
Would lay, 7 Tst power itfelf, the fatuity of willing or net 
willing, that is to fay, of determining one’s will, of ebufing and 
willing any thing, or the contrary. Thefc two definitions 
are very different. It is not the power but the will which 
is culpable. A righteous man has frequently the fame 
power of committing the fame crime as the wicked man; 
but one wills it, while the other does not. The wicked 
man is at liberty not to will it, as the upright man is at 
liberty to will it ; otherwife, there can be no moral difference 
between the good and the bad man. For how could the 
latter be culpable, if he had not had it in his power to will 

Vot. II. C the 
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The corrections he made in his Epiftle on 
Equality, had a more dircd affinity to the fyftem 
of the political revolution. In the firft edition 
of that Epiftle we read. 

Equal the Hate, in men the difference lies •. 

The Se£t wilhed him to have faid. 

Equal are men, in Hates the difference lies f. 

At length Voltaire underftood their meaning, 
and blulhed at finding that his own difciples had 
made a greater progrefs in the knowledge of 
Equality than he hadhimfelf; and to avoid their 
►future criticifms he changed both his dodlrinc 
and his verfes. He corre&ed, and almoft re- 
conftru&ed his Epiftle on Equality j nor did he 



the contrary ? Suppofe three men— the firft can commit a 
bad action, but his will freely reje&s it : The fecond can 
acComplifh the fame, and he freely wills it : The third not 
only can but he irrepftibly wills it. The firft of thefe men 
will be a virtuous man, the fecond a wicked man, the third 
a mere brutal machine, a madman who is neither matter of 
his will nor of his reafon. The wicked man and the mad 
one could and did will the fame a&ion. The difference 
does not lie in the poweA>r the aftion, but in the will itfelf 
more or lefs free to will or not to will. But Voltaire and 
his fOphiflical fchool had their reafons for not making fuck 
diftin&ions. * 

• Les Etats font egaux, mais les homnies different : 
f Leshorames font egaux, et les etats different ! 

> let 
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let his poetic genius reft, till he had ihowft the 
adepts, that'he underftood the equality of man as 
well as they did, and that they could no longer 
reproach him with not going to the point. It was 

then that he wrote the following verfes, which 
contain all that the revolutionary populace have 
alledged againft the wealthy, the nobility, and 
kings, in proof of its equality. 

With calm indifference let my friend furvey 
The pomp of riches and defpotic fway ; 

This world's a ball, where his undazzled eyes 
Pierce thro' each filly adlor’s vain difguife. 

My Lord, your Highnefs, are the maflcs that hide 
Their little beings and exalt their pride ; 

But, men are equal ; pride do what you can. 

The majk may differ but the fame the man • 

The five weak fenfes by us all poffefl. 

Of good, of evil, are our only tell. 

A flave has five, fix can the Monarch claim ? 

The fame his body and his foul the fame *. 






* Tu vois, cher Arilton, d'un ceil d'indifference 
La grandeur tyrannique, et la here opulence. 

Tes yeux d’un faux eclat ne font point abufes ; 

Ce monde ell un grand bal, oh des fous deguifes. 

Sous les rifibles noms d’Eminence et d'Alteffe, 

Penfent enfler leur etre et hauffer leur bafTefTe. 

Envain des vanites l'appareil nous furprend ; 

Les mortels font tgaux, le mafque eft different \ 

Nos cinq fens imparfaits, donnes par la nature, 

De nos biens, de nos maux font lafeule me fare. 

Les Ross on ont-ils fix ? et leur ame et leur corps 
Sort -its d'une autre office? ont-ils d’autrss refforts t 

C 2 This 
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This is precifely what the democratic rabble 
of Paris was wont to fay, lefs elegantly indeed, 
when it afked whether kings and nobles were 
not made of the fame clay as the Ample clown ? 
Whether thofc who enjoyed large fortunes had 
two ftomachs ? And of what ufe were all thole 
diftinftions of Sovereigns, Princes, or Chevaliers, 
fince all men were equal ? 

It was with relu&ance, it muft be confeffed, 
that Voltaire became the Apoftle of Equality. 
For without having a body or foul of a diffe- 
rent fpecies from that of Pompignan, Freron, 
or Desfontaines, or of fo many other men 
whom he was perpetually overwhelming with 
his farcafms, he neverthelefs was hware that in 
the fame fpecies, and with the fame nature, 
there exifted no fmall inequality among men; 
that without being endowed with a fixth fenfe, 
he felt the great diftanee there' was betweeri- 
himfelf and the rabble he fo much defpifed. 
At length he fubmitted to the criticifms of the 
adepts, and after having declared 

Equal the ftate, in men the difference Ires • 
he writes in abfolute oppofition. 

The maik may differ but the feme the man f. 

• Les Etats font egaux, mais leg hommes different f . 

t Leg mortelg* font egaux, le mafque eft different §. 

J ifl and id Edit. § Set the ■variatiens, edit, tf Kill. 

As 
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As to that liberty which commences in the love Becomes 
of Republicanifm, and ends in the hatred of kings, 
it is probable that Voltaire would never have '* 
adopted it, had it not been neceffary to eftablilh 
that liberty which was eflential to the hatred of 
Chrift ; but he had found himfelf too much 
thwarted by the authority of Kings in his. firft 
publications againft Chriftianity. In Holland he 
enjoyed a greater liberty for printing his blalphe- ' 
miesj and it was to that circumftance, that he 
owed his bias for Republicanifm. Thofe who 
have read his -correfpondence while in Holland, 
and particularly the following letter to the Marquis 
D’Argenfon, dated from the Hague, will not have 
a doubt that this was the cafe. “ I am,” fays he, 

“ better pleafed even with the abufesof the liberty 
** of the preis here, than with that fort of flavery 
under which the human mind is kept in France. 

** Jf you continue on that plan, the Ample re- 
(t membrance of the glorious age of Lewis XIV, 

“ will be all that will remain. This degeneracy 
,( almoft inclines me to fettle in the country I am 
« now in.... The Hague is a charming rcfidence j 
tf liberty alleviates the rigors of the winter. 1 like to 
“ jee the Rulers of the State no - more than plain Chi- 
“ zens. There are factions, it is true, yet they 
“ muft exift in Republics : But faction does not 
damp patriotifm, and I fee great men contend- 
er ing with great men. ...On the other fide I fee, 

« C 3 ** with 
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<* with equal admiration, the chief members of 
** the (late walking on foot without fervants^ 

“ living in houfes worthy of thofe Roman Con- 
<c fids who dreffed their own roots .... you would 
** like this government extremely, notwithftand- 
n ing all thofe imperfections which are unavoida- 
* c ble in it. It is entirely municipal , and that is ' 
ft what you admire*." 

All thefe expreffions naturally denote a man 
declining towards a Republican Equality and Li- 
berty, and who impatiently bore the yoke of kings, 
A few years after, we may obferve this pafiion 
much more predominant in Voltaire, efpecially in 
a letter which he is fuppofed to have' written to an 
Academician of Marfeilles, and mentioned in Mr. 
de Bevis’s Memoirs: “ I Ihould accept your 

<f invitation, were Marfeilles ftill a Grecian Re- 
* f public; for I greatly admire Academies, hut atn 
“ much more partial to Republics. How happy are 
* e thofe countries where our mailers vifit us, and 
** are not affronted when we do not return to wait 
fC on them!” ■ 

In all this, however, we fee nothing more than 
a partiality for Republics; it was not pofitively a 
hatred of kings, nor an imputation of tyranny and 
delpotifm in the regal government. But a few 
years after this, that fame rancour is dire&ed by 
Voltaire againll the throne, which he had already 

# Tp.D’Argenfon, 8 Ajig. 1743, Vol. 53, Let. 221, P. 455. 

con- 
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conceived againft the altar. Such at leaft is clear- 
ly the purport of a confidential letter which he 
writes to D’Alembert, wherein he fays, “ As to 
* f Luc (the King of Prufiia), fometimes biting 
** fometimes bitten, he mull be a moll unhappy His fecret 
“ mortal j and thofe men who put themfelves in the ° n K* n g*» 
*f way of a mujket or a Jabre for fueb gentry , are 
“ moft abominable fools. Don’t betray my fecret 
“ either to Kings or Priefts 

This, however, could be no fecret to thofe who 
had obferved the modern Sophifters trying to caft 
all the-odium of war and its miferies on Kings and 
the nature of their governments, and wifhing to 
perfuade the people that their only way of ac- 
quiring happinefs, and everlafting peace, was, to 
take the government into their own' hands by 
wrefting it from their Royal Matters. This pro- 
pofition, fo evidently Contradicted by 'that perpe- 
tual ftate of warfare, interior or exterior, fo com- 
mon to Republics, evinces that Voltaire had no 
care about proof, when he decided in fo peremp- 
tory a ftilc, that thofe who are perfuaded they 
were fighting for their country when rallied under 
the ftandard of their king, were moft abominable 
fools. 

- We fhould particularly remark in this letter, 
how much his fecret with regard to Kings is con- 

• To D’Alembert, i2Dec. 1757, Vol.68, Let. 36, P. 60. 

C 4 nefted 
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ncfted with that refpe&ing the Prieftbood j and ha 
had more than once publicly divulged them both. 
The latter he had exprefled in the verfes Already 
quoted from his Tragedy of CEdipus, 

Priefls are not what they feem to vulgar eyes. 

In our credulity their icience lies *. 

And as to the former, we fee Voltaire by the fame 
means teaching the people what they are to think 
with regard to Sovereigns, their rights, and their 
origin; or with regard to the Nobility, who are 
perpetually led and fpurred on to the defence of 
their country in emulation of thofe fervices by 
which their anceftors diftinguilhed themselves. It 
would be in vain to cxcufe t|xe poet: it is a hatred 
of Kings, and not the genius of poetry which in- 
spires fuch artful turns, and makes the dramatic 
alter fpeak the fentiment^ of the Sophifter. It 
certainly was not the love of Monarchy which 
dictated the following verles, and caufed them to 
be fpoken pn the ftage of a nation under the do- 
minion of a King, and proud of the achievements 
of its Nobility. In his Tragedy of Merope, he 
fays. 

Some lucky foldier was the £ril of 3£ings ; 

Who ferves the ftate, no matter whence he fprings f . 



* Les pretrea ne font pas ce qu’un vain peuple penfe $ 
Notre credulite fait toute leur fcience : 
f Le premier qui fut Roi, fat un foldat heureux, 

Que fert bien fen Pays, n’a pa$ befbin d’ayeux. 

- ' ’VV'hcii 
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When Voltaire taught this do&rine to the French 
people, the Antimonarchical Revolution had made 
ns great a progrefs in his mind, as the Antichrif- 
tian formerly had, when the verfes already quoted 
had been fpoken againft the Clergy. But nothing 
lhort of the moll abandoned Jacobinifm could 
teftify applaufe when Voltaire continues. Do you 
lnifb to bo happy ? Never own * mafier *. 

It was thus that Voltaire, carried away by his 
Syftem of Liberty oppofed to the Altar, daily 
cherilhed the fentiments of that liberty which was 
to combat the throne. Nor was it inadvertently 
that thefe maxims efcaped from his poetic genius. 
In his correfpondencp with D’Alembert, his in- 
tention appears clearly, when he points out to his 
confidant all thofe verfes which may’ teach the 
fubjeft to rife in judgment againft his King, or 
even to become his affaffin or executioner, fhould 
he ever chyle to view his Prince in the light of a 
tyrant or a defpot. JLxa&ly fuch are the pafiages 
which he wjfhes P’Alembert to notice, when he 
writes, “ J-aft year I hurried over a Play called 
“ The Laws of Minos f which prefcntly you will 
“ fee hilled. In thofe Laws of Minos, Teucet 
ff lays to Merion the Senator, 

Our laws a change, our Hate a King requires f . 

* Dialogues of the fhilofophers on Happinefs. 
f “ 11 faut changer de loix, il faut avoir un maitre.'* 

The 
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The Senator anfwers: 

Of me. my treafures, and ray life difpofe ; 
fiat lhould the pow’r this fovereign rank bellows 
fie turn’d againft oar laws and native land. 

Then lhall my arm that guilty pow’r withftand *. 

. Had Voltaire ever met with fuch verfes in the 
writings of a Clergyman, he would immediately 
have attacked him as an affaffin and a traitor j he 
would have exclaimed. Behold the fubjeCt who 
raifes himfelf in judgment againft his Sovereign, 
who takes upon him the right of deciding between 
his King and the Laws, the right of attacking and 
combating his King, and of turning his fword 
againft him, every time it may pleafe him to be- 
lieve, or to perfuade the people, that the death of 
the Prince would reftore energy to the laws. — 
Voltaire would immediately have added, there we 
fee the people decidedly created both judge and 
fovereign over their Kings j fuch are the maxims 
which form Rebels, and pruduce Revolutions with 
all their concomitant horrors of democratic anar- 
chy. 

What Voltaire would very properly have faid on 
this affectation of their making a diftinCtion be- 

* ** Je vous offre mon bras, mes trefors & mon fengj 
“ Mais li vous abufez de ce fupreme rang, 

“ Pour fouler a vos pieds les loix & la patrie, 

Je la defends. Seigneur, au peril de ma vie.” 

To D'Alembert, 13 Nov. 1772, Vol. 69, Let. 8 k, P. 131. 

tween 
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tween the King and the Country, hiftory may as His fee ret 
properly apply to Voltaire himfelf ; more par- 
ticularly as. nobody knew the confequences and tack a- 
danger of fuch maxims better than he did ; nor f^^* 1 ** 
did he even make any fecret of their dangerous 
tendency when writing to his friends. He begins 
his letter to the Count D’Argental on fending him 
fome of thole feditious publications, by faying, “In 
“ the firft place, promife me, upon oath, that you 
“ never will let my petit pates out of your hands, 

** that you -will fend them back to me, and in- 
“ form me whether they are too highly feafoned, 

«* or whether the general tafte of the day is more, 

“ depraved than my own. The forcemeat of my 
te petit pdtes is not quite palatable to a monarchy j 
** but you told me that a dijh of Brutus had been 
“ lately ferved.up at the Count de Falkenftein’s 
u '(the name under which Jofeph II. travelled)* 

** and that none of the guefts had left the table*.’’ 

Such language is not very enigmatical ; but it 
paints Voltaire in very different colours from thole 
we have feen him in, when reproaching his Pari- 
fian brethren with feeing every thing topfy-turvy 
in their attack on the King’s power. It denotes 
an author who dares not yet lhow his fentiments 
fo oppofite to that power, but who wilhes to go as 
far as pollible without expofing himfelf to danger. 

We fee him flattering himfelf that he has not been 

* ToD’Argeatal, 27 Juin, 1777, Vol.63, Let. 220, P. 377. 

> too 
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too daring, as Jofeph II. had been imprudent 
enough to let a dijb of Brutus be ferued up at bis 
table i that is to fay, that monarch had- heard 
broached at his table, without ihewing his difplea- 
fure, doftrines the moft dangerous and threatening 
to the lives of Sovereigns. „ 

He withes There are many other letters extant, which in* 
foretells dicate how deeply this Antimonarchical liberty 
the Revo- had rooted itfelf in the heart of Voltaire, and even 
how much he defpifed that love for their Sovereign 
at that time fo univerfally prevalent among the 
French people. There is one in particular, in 
which he complains moll bitterly, that flrangers 
perfc&ly converfant in the catechlfm of liberty, 
and equal to the talk of teaching it to the Parilians, 
are obliged to carry their lyllems elfcwhere, before 
, they have fucceeded in teaching them to the French 
people j that if man was created to fcrve God, be 
teas alfo created to be free . In Ihort, what dif- 
pleafed Voltaire more particularly was, that while 
he was making fuch progrefs in this catechifm of 
liberty, the French people, whom he calls his 
Velcbesy did not keep pace with him*. When 
the Hillorian lhall treat of the progrefs which 
Voltaire was making in the arts of liberty, he lhall 
not extenuate his error, by faying that Voltaire 
was not aware of the fatal confequences of a revo- 

* To Damiltvillcfc 23 May, 1764, Let. 196, P. 361, et paffim, 
6 lution. 
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lution, or that he would have ftarted back from 
his purpole could he by poflibility have fbrefeen 
them. Certainly his foul could not be fo fero- 
cious as to have afpired after the bloody reign of 
a Robefpierre j but he complacently foretells, and 
offers up his prayers for a revolution, which he 
knows to be big with bloodfhed and furrounded 
with firebrands ; and, however difaftrous fuch re- 
volutionary fcourges may appear to him, he nc- 
vertheleis deems thofe perfons happy, who, from 
their juvenility, may live to fee them. He writes 
to, the Marquis de Chauvelin, “ Every thing is 
“ preparing the way to a great revolution, which 
“ will moft undoubtedly take place ; and I fhall not 
“ be fortunate enough to fee it. The French arrive 
“ at every thing flowly, but ftill they do arrive. 

“ Light has fo gradually diffufed itfelf, that on 
“ the firtt opportunity the nation will break out, 

** and the uproar will be glorious. Happy thofe who 
" are now young , for they will behold mojl extra - 
“ ordinary things 

Let the reader notice the date of this letter, which 
is twenty-five years anterior to the French revo- 
lution. During the whole of that long period we 
fhall never obferve Voltaire reproaching the adepts , 
with feeing every thing topfy-turvy , when they at- 
tack the royal prerogative. 

• To CiauveliB, a April, 1764, VoL 58, Let. 1/1, P. j ij. 

Whether 
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Whether it was that the vi&ories he had ob- 
tained over the altar gave him more confidence in 
bis attacks againft the throne or that the fuccefs 
of his farca ftic attacks gradually made againft kings 
with impunity, had perfuaded him that they were 
not fo formidable as he had believed them, either 
to himfelf or to his adepts j which of thefe was 
die true realon we cannot now determine. This 
however is certain, that fo far from being ftartled 
at the principles of infurrefltion inculcated through- 
out the writings of his difciples, he hugs himfelf in 
the . idea that their productions were becoming the 
catechifms of all nations. 

When Diderot publifhed his Syjiem of Nature, 
it was neither his attacks nor his frantic decla- 
mations againft kings, that the Philofopher of Fer- 
ney fougjit to combat j but a kind of metaphyfics 
the abfurdity of which he feared would reflect on 
Philofophy. Yet, notwithftanding this abfurdity, 
and the violent declamations againft fovereignty, 
we find him exulting with D’Alembert in the fuc- 
cefs of that abominable work, and bragging of its 
being Jo greedily read throughout all Europe, that 
people fnatcbed it from each other. When he faw 
the courtiers and princes encouraging new edi- 
tions of Helvetius’s work on man and his edu- 
cation, notwithftanding the feditious and anti- 
monarchical principles it contained, and which will 
be noticed in the courfe of this work, Voltaire, 

fo 
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fo far from fearing the indignation of kings, 
which fuch writings would naturally draw down 
on his fchool of Philofophers, fmiles exultingly 
with D’Alembert at the great fuccefs of the work, 
and receives it as a proof that the flock of J 'ages 
Jilently increafed*. 

Thus it is that all his fears of irritating fove- 
reigns, by this apoftlelhip of Equality and Li-' 
berty gradually fubfide, and are fucceeded by that 
thirft of revolution, of riot , and of thofe tem- 
peftuous fcenes which were to accompany the 
downfal of emperors and kings, in a word, of all 
fovereigns, or, in their philofophical cant, of ty- 
rants and defpots. 

Our readers, and future ages, will naturally in- D>Alem _ 
quire, whether D’Alembert walked in the foot- bert’s 
fteps of his dear matter ; whether, as zealous as 
Voltaire for the Antichriftian Liberty, he alfoagainft 
adopted that liberty fo inimical to royalty. Let^rone. 
•D’Alembert fpeak for himfelf : his arifwer is cofi- 
tained in a letter already quoted, but which may 
throw new light on this queftion. 

“ You love reasqn a vo liberty, my dear 
“ and illuftrious brother } and a man- can hardly 
.« love the one without loving the other. Well then, 

€f here is a worthy Republican Pbilofopber whom I 

* To D’Alembert, 3 July, 1773, Vol. 69, Let. 1 14, P. 193, 
et paifim. . ' 

« pre- 
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** prefcnt to you, who will talk with you on Piii-* 
ft losophy and LiEerty *. it is Mr. Jennings* 
w Chamberlain to the King of Sweden, a man of 
“ great merit and enjoying a high degree of fe- 
“ putation in his own country. He is Worthy of 
** your acquaintance, both for his own merit, and 
** for the uncommon efteem he has for your writ- 
Cf ings, which have Jo much contributed toward dif- 
u feminating thofe two principles among perfons worthy 
** of feeling them*'* 

What an avowal is this for a man like D’Alem* 
bert, who was extremely cautious in his expreA 
(ions, and always on his guard, left he ihould utter 
any thing that might expole him to danger. You 
love Reaftn and Liberty j and a man can hardly love 
the one , without loving the other. A few lines lower, 
we find this Reafon to be Philofophy; and the 
fubfequent liberty to be that of a Republican 
Philofopher j who ncverthelefs lives under a mo- 
narchy, loaded with the favours, and enjoying the 
confidence of his lovereign. It is D’Alembert 
then who avows, that one can hardly love his 
pretended Philofophy, without loving Repub- 
licanifm, or that liberty which he believes not to 
exift under Monarchy. 

It is D’Alembert again who feledts from among 
the numerous claims which may entitle the fophif- 

• From D’Alembert, 19 Jan. 1769, Vol.69, Let. 3, P.7. 
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deal courtier to Voltaire’s or bis own efteem, 
that of his love for Republican Philolbphy j though 
he certainly could not cultivate fuch a difpofition, 
without fecretly wilhing to betray the caufe of his 
King. 

In lhort, it is D’Alembert who extolls the 
writings of his dear and illuftrious brother, as pe- 
culiarly adapted to diffeminate thofe two principles 
of Republican Liberty and Republican Pbilofopby 
among perfons worthy of feeling them ; or, in other 
words, as peculiarly adapted to fulfil the wilhes of 
thofe pretended fages, who can find no liberty 
under the government of Kings, and who deteft 
Monarchy in proportion to their love for Repub- 
lics. He who believes himfelf worthy of feeling 
this two-fold fentimenty he who acknowledges no 
Philolbphy as true if void of thefe two fentiments, 
could he, I alk, demonftrate in a more forcible 
manner, how ardently they glowed in his heart, or 
how much he panted after thole revolutions which 
were to crulh the throne, and eftablifh Republic 
canifm on its ruin ? 

In drawing thefe inferences, let not the reader 
fuppofe that we mean to confound in all cafes a 
bias for Republics, or the love of Liberty, with the 
hatred of Kings, and the defire of fubverting every 
Throne. We are perfedMy aware, that there exift 
many worthy Republicans, who, while they love 
their own Government, are not unmindful of the 
Vot. II. D refpeft 
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refpe£fc due to thofe of other nations. Nor are we 
ignorant that true Civil Liberty is no lefs compati- 
ble with Monarchies than with Republics : indeed, 
it might not be difficult to prove, that the fubjeft 
frequently enjoys a more real and extenfive Li- 
berty under a Kingly, than under a Republican 
Government, efpecially if a Democracy. But when 
we behold the Sophifters perpetually complaining 
of the Government of Kings under whom they 
live, ftyling their Sovereigns Defpots, and lighing 
after the Liberty of the Republican Philofopher, 
we are certainly entitled tq view their love for 
Liberty and Republicanifm as blended with the 
hatred of Kings. If their blafphemies againft 
Chrift, if what they call their Philofophy be by 
any means thwarted, impatient of the rein, they 
burft forth into complaint, and they exclaim, that 
Reqfott is Jhackled that Delpotifm, Decius like , 
perpetually persecutes them-, or, that man is unfort u~ 
nate indeed when he lives under the eye of a Mo- 
narch or of his Minifters*. 

But to confine ourfelves to D’Alembert, let us 
recal to mind, that in the warfare againft the altar, 
he a&ed the part of the fox. We fhall fee him 
employing the fame cunning in his attack againft 
the Throne. He will excite and ftimulate others, 
he will even guide their pens j but he carefully 

* See Voltaire’s and D’Alembert’s Correfpondence fajjtm. 
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avoids every thing by which he might himfelf 
be eventually endangered. It is thus that he lauds 
Voltaire, that he extols the zeal with which his 
dear brother propagates that Republican Liberty 
and Philofophyj and fearing left this zeal fhould 
fometime abate, he adds, “ Continue to fight as 
" you do, pro arts et focis as for me, my bands 
“ are tied by minifterial and Jacerdotal tyranny ; I can 
** only follow the example of Mofes, and raife 
" up my hands to heaven while you contend in 
*« fight*.” 

Again, we find him informing Voltaire of the 
eagernefs with which he reads and devours all thofe 
writings in which that Premier Chief had combi- 
ned his attacks againft the Altar and the Throne. 

We fee him applauding his farcaftic wit, and thus 
addreffing him : "lam almoft angry when I learn 
** from public report, that without informing me 
“ of it you have given a flap to Fanaticifm and 
“ Tyranny, and that without detriment to the 
tf fwingeing blows which you apply in fo mafterly 
c< a manner on other occafions. You enjoy alone 
** the privilege of covering with odium and ridi- 
" cule thofe two pefts of fociety j\” 

During this warfare, it was not the good fortune of 
all the adepts to gain the applaufe of D’Alembert. 

They had not, like Voltaire, the art of pleafing or 

• From D’Alembert, 19 Jan. 1769. 

f From D’Alembert, 14 July, 1767, Vol. 68,Let. 213, P.445. 
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amufing Kings, who did not perceive that the far- 
caftic wit and fatire of his romances and hiftorical 
productions fell on their own heads, though teem* 
ingly aimed only at the perfons of other Kings. 

It was not every one of the adepts that had the 
art of throwing the living into contempt, by 
ftrikingat the dead j of flattering the perfon of the 
Sovereign, and rendering fovereignty odious ; nor 
fhall we find D’Alembert' equally pleafed with all 
thofe who appear in array againft the Royal caufe. 
Some of them, too eager, faid too much ; others 
were awkward in their attacks, and thefe he ftyles 
bunglers who are to be found every where *. Others 
again were not fuffkiently bold. He will allow 
them wit, but he wilhes them to be lefs favorable to 
Defpotifm j and the reader will pafily conceive what 
he would have written hhnfelf if his hands had not 
been tied , when he confidentially writes to Voltaire, 
/ bate Defpots almsft as much as you do yourfelf f. 

It would be futile to object, that the hatred of 
Defpotifm does not infer the hatred of Kings, 
We know that ; but who are the Defpots implied 
by our Sophifters, if not the Kings under whom 
they lived. Were the Emperor of the Turks, or 
the Grand Mogul, who had nothing to do with 
our Philofophers, the objects of their repeated 

• From D'Alembert, 24 Jan. 1778, Vol^/Let. 190, P.313. 

* From D’Alembert, 23 Jan. 1770, Vol. 69, Let. 17, P. 34. 
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complaints. and hatred? Such objections are un- 
worthy of being noticed. Their language is 
known; and fufficient proofs will occur to fhow, 
that with the SeCt Defpots or tyrants and Sovereigns 
or Kings are fynonimous terms. The very affecta- 
tion of confounding them together fhows that the 
liatred of the one and of the other were blended in 
the hearts of the Chiefs and of their Adepts. 

In fhort, the compliments of D’Alembert are 
not the foie proofs with which the Adepts have 
furnifhed us of the great part Voltaire had taken in 
that Revolution fo fatal to Monarchy, and which he 
fo exultingly forefaw. Had he never aimed his 
farcaftic wit, fo much admired by the Sophifters, at 
the perfbns of Kings, ftill he would have been the 
man, at leaft in the eyes of his fchool, who had 
fmoothed the way, who had fcaled the rampart, to 
afiail the Throne and fhiver the Scepter of the 
pretended Tyrants ; in a word, to contrive what 
the French Revolution has fince accomplifhed, 
both with refpeCl to the crown and perfon of the 
unfortunate Lewis XVI. 

Thefe important fervices are thus appreciated Avowalof 
by Condorcet: “ Shall (fays he) men who would ^ c S e e *_ 

“ ftill have been flaves to prejudice if Voltaire ing Vol- 
“ had not written, accufe him of betraying the taire ‘ 

“ caufe of Liberty ! — They cannot underftand that 
“ if Voltaire had inferted in his writings the prin- 
“ ciples of the elder Brutus, that is to fay, thofe 

D 3 “of 
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<c of the American Aft of Independence, neither 
** Montefquicu nor Roufleau could have publilh- 
“ cd their works. Had he, as the Author of the, 
“ Syftem of Nature did, obliged all the Kings of 
“ Europe to fupport the afcendancy of the Clergy, 
** Europe would ftill have remained in the bonds 
“ of Jlavery and buried in JuperJiition . They will 
“ not refleft, that in our writings, as in our ac- 
** tions, we are to make no more than a neceflary 
“ difplay of courage 

Condorcet, in writing this, feems to have con- 
fidered himfelf as having difplayed a fufficicnt 
courage,' as he did not think it neceflary to fay, 
that the throne would have remained unlhakcn, 
if Voltaire had not begun by eradicating religion 
from the minds of the people. His brethren the 
hebdomadary adepts, criticized the panegyrift as 
not having fufficiently extolled the fervices which 
Voltaire had rendered. At that period the French 
Revolution was at its fummit. Lewis XVI. was 
reduced to a mere phantom of royalty in his 
palace, of rather prifon, of the Thuilleries. The 
. literary part of the Mercure was condufted by La 
Harpe, Marmontel, and Champfort j and theft 
reviewers undertake to inform the unfortunate 
Monarch of the hand which had wrought the 
downfall of his throne. In giving an account of 

9 Life of Vpltaire, edit. Kell, 
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the life of Voltaire, .written by the Marquis de 
Condorcet, the hebdomadary Philofophers Ipeak 
in the following terms : 

" It appears that it would have been poflible to 
** lhow in a clearer light, the eternal obligations 
" which human nature has to Voltaire. Circumftan- 
“ ces were favorable. He did not forefee all that he 
** has done , but he has done all that we now fee . — 
“ The enlightened obferver and the able hiftorian 
“ will prove to thofe who are capable of reflexion, 
** that the firft Author of the great Revolution , which 
" aftonijhes all Europe , which infufes hope into the 
“ hearts of nations, and difquiet into courts , was , 
** without doubt , Voltaire. He was the firft who 
** levelled that formidable rampart of Delpotifm, 
*' the religious and facerdotal power. Had he not 
“ broken the yoke of Priefts, that of Tyrants 
“ never could have been lhaken off ; both equally 
“ weighed upon our necks, and were fo intimately 
<{ interwoven, that, the firft once flackened, the 
“ latter muft foon have loft its hold. The hu- 
“ man mind is no more to be impeded in the 
“ career of independence than it is in that of 11a- 
“ very j and it was Voltaire who Ihook off the 
“ yoke, by teaching it to judge, in every refpedt, 
“ thofe who kept it in fubjeftion. It was he who 
" rendered reafon popular j and if the people had 
“ not learned to think, never would it have known 
“ its own ftrength. The reflections of the fage 
D 4 ‘‘ pre- 
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“ prepare Political Revolutions, but it is the arm 
“ of the people which executes them 

Had I no other objed in view than to demon- 
ftrate that thefe men, ftyling themfelves Philo- 
fophers, and glorying in the fchool and name of 
Voltaire, chiefly aimed at the overthrow of Mo- 
narchy when they attacked religion j that it was to 
the fuccefsful warfare which Voltaire had carried 
on againft the Religion of Chrift that they pecu- 
liarly attribute their fuccefs againft the Throne ; 
that by the appellation of Tyrant and Defpot 
they pointed at the beft of Kings and moft right- 
ful of Sovereigns : had this been my only objed, 
I lay, it would have been ufelefs to continue thefe 
Memoirs on the Antimonarchical Conlpiracy, or 
that of the Sophifters of Rebellion againft every 
King. 

And who are thele Sophifters that declare fo 
openly and fo exprefsly the fecret of the Sed ? 
Firft view Condorcet, the moft refolute Atheift, 
the deareft of the brethren, the fteady fupport of 
Voltaire’s hopes, the moft intimate confidant of 
D’Alembert f. It is he who fets out by declaring, 
that, if Voltaire had not combated Religious preju- 
dices, or that if he had attacked Regal authority 

• Mercurede France, Saturday, 7th Auguft, 1 790. No. .18, 
P. xxvi. 

t See the firft part of thefe Memoirs. 
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in a more direft manner, France would have re- 
mained enflaved. 

Next on the lift we find the Journalifts La 
Harpe, Marmontel, and Champfort, who, in the 
moft celebrated journal of the Se<ft, complain that 
Condorcet has not fhown fufficient courage, and 
that he is not fufficiently explicit on the pretended 
eternal obligations which mankind have to Voltaire, 
who by fhaking Religion to its foundations has 
overturned the Throne, who by the ruin of the 
Pontiff has ftruck the Tyrant. 

And who is the Tyrant, the Defpot over whom 
they fb loudly triumph ? A King whofe very name 
echoes to that of juftice and goodnefs; a Monarch 
almoft adored by his people, and who loved them 
to a degree of weaknefs ; for he very often repeat- 
ed, that he would not fuffer one drop of his fub- 
jetts blood to be fpilt in his defence. 

Will hiftory believe, that the unfortunate Lewis 
XVI. was the Delpot over whom they triumph. 

And yet if any King upon earth fhould believe 
that he is not comprehended in the general fub- 
verfion aimed at by the Confpirators, let him 
hearken: It is not of France alone that they fpeak, 
but of all mankind: it is mankind that they pre- 
tend to behold enflaved under Kings j and that 
hope which they had infufed into the heart of man, 
is the fame which they joyfully obferve expanding 
itfelf through all nations ! If now tranquil on his 
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throne, let him remember, that he is deftitute of 
the prudence which even the Confpirators fuppofe 
him to be endowed with. They believe di/quiet 
to be infujed into every Court j for they well know, 
that their principles and their lawlefs attempts 
openly menaced monarchy. Yes, that their con- 
Ipiracy was univerfal, is already evident ; hiftory 
needs no farther proof : But before they dared 
protlaim it, that confpiracy had its gradations; its 
means are to be laid open. The firft ftep is that 
hatred againft the throne, flowing in the hearts of 
the chiefs from the hatred they had conceived 
againft their God. The fecond will be found in 
the inveftigation of thofe fyftems devifed by the 
adepts to overthrow regal authority, and fubftitute 
another in its ftead. The teachers of the Se<5t had 
applied the vague principles of Equality and Li- 
berty to Religious tenets ; and hence originated 
the hatred of Ghrift and his Church. From the 
fame principles applied to politics arofe thofe the- 
ories and fyftems of fubverfion, with which the Sedt 
afiails every Throne. 
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CHAP. II. 

Second Step of the Confpiracy againft Kings. 

Political Sy ferns of the Se3. 

D' Argenfon and Montefquieu. 

Among the adepts who muft have forefeen the D , Argen 
confequences which naturally enfufed from the ap- fon’s iy- 
plication of a pretended equality of rights, and of 
an irreligious liberty, to politics, none could have 
done lb more intuitively than the Marqihs D’Ar- 
genibn. This man, minifter of the foreign de- 
partment, had lived during the greater part of his ' 
life near the perfon of his Sovereign, and enjoyed 
that favour, to which he was thought to be en- 
titled by having confecrated his life to the Royal 
fervice. Yet he was the man who, during the reign 
of Lewis XV, drew the outlines of thofe Sophif- 
ticated Syftems, which were to oppofe Regal aur 
thority, and gradually metamorphole the French 
Monarchy into a Republic. 

We have feen Voltaire, as early as the year 
1743, extolling the affe&ion which this Marquis 
bore to Equality, to Liberty, and to the Municipal 
Government. Thefe praifes of the Premier Chief 
evidently Qiow, that Mr. D’Argenfon had already 
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conceived his Municipalizing Syftem, and all thole 
wild plans, which the future rebels, under the 
title of a Conftituent Affembly, were to adopt as 
one of the leading features of their Royal Demo- 
cracy, at once the moll fenfelels and moft feditious 
as well as the moft heterogeneous form of govern- 
ment that could be conceived, and more efpecially 
for Frenchmen : They alfo prove, that he made no 
fecret of his plans to his confidants and co-opera- 
tors. 

His lyftem confifts in the divifion and fubdivi- 
fion of the Provinces into fmall States, firft called 
Provincial Adminiftrations by Necker, and after- 
wards termed Departments by Target and Mira- 
beau. 

According to D’Argenfon’s plan, refumed and 
corrected by Turgot and Necker, each of thole 
petty Hates was, under the infpedtion of the King, 
to be charged with the interior adminiftration of 
its diftridts, and the levying of taxes j to fuper- 
intend the different plans adopted for the relief of 
the people; to inlpedt the holpitals, the high 
roads, the eftablilhments ufeful to commerce, and 
other fuch objects. The adminiftrators could not 
determine on any lubjedt of importance without 
the orders of his Majefty, and this was judged a 
fufficient fence to the Royal prerogative, efpecially 
as at the firft formation of thefe provincial admi- 
niftrations, one half of the members were to be 

nomi- 
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nominated by the King,, which half when affcffl* 
bledchofe the remaining moiety. The diftin&ion 
of the three orders, of the Clergy, the Nobility, 
and the third Eftate, was preferved, as it ufed to ’ 
be in the States General *. 

The towns and boroughs, and even the villages 
were to have their refpedlive municipalities, all 
a&ing on the fame plan, and under the dire&ion 
of the Provincial Adminiftrations, in their fecon- 
dary diftri&s. 

Though at firft fight this fyftem appears ex- Natural 
tremely advantageous, yet, on examination, we 
lhall find, that its foie tendency was to apply Re- tem. 
publican forms, as much as circumftances would 
permit, to a Monarchical government ; that its 
objeft was to cramp the authority of the Monarch, 
to clog and weaken it ; and to annihilate the power 
of his officers, or direft agents, the intendants of 
provinces. 

Soon was France by means of thefe aflemblies 
and their committees, or permanent offices, to be 
filled with ambitious men ftarting forth in the new 
political career; men indeed who, in the firft 
inftance, would have recognized the authority of 
a King, but who would foon have confidered them- 
fclves better informed of the wants of the people 
(being nearer to them) than his minifters, and 

* See D’Argenfon’s plans, &c, on the nature of govern- 
ments, 
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therefore more fully acquainted with the means of 
alleviating their diftre fifes. Remonftrances and 

philofophic reafonings would Soon have followed, 
and fufficed to juftify difobedience. The people, 
under a fond perfuafion, that thde provincial ad- 
miniftrators fupported their interefts againft the 
court, would eafily have been brought to believe 
them the bulwark of their liberties and privileges, 
aligning every happy event to them, and attri- 
buting every misfortune to the King and his mi- 
nifters. Each municipality coalefcing with the 
administrators, a hundred petty Republics ftart into 
exiftence, ready to league againft their Sovereign, 
who, under the title of King, would fcarcely have 
retained the authority of a Doge. 

In time we lhould have feen a fwarm of politi- 
cafters, or petty tribunes, fallying forth from 
thefe administrative bodies, who would have left 
no means untried to perfuade the populace that 
fuch a King was rather a burden than an advan- 
tage to the State j. that it would be proper to lay 
him afide, fince he was unneceffary that the pro- 
vincial and municipal adminiftrations would then 
be able to follow up in a more effeftual manner, 
the falutary meafures they had conceived for the 
good of the people : and thus, ftep by ftep, the 
Monarchical government would have been over- 
thrown, and a municipal administration eftablilhed, 
with the freedom of which Voltaire and D’Argen- 
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fen had been fb fafcinated in Holland. The man 
who could not readily forefee that fuch would 
be the confequence of this municipalizing fyftem, 
muft have been very ignorant of the chara&er of 
Frenchmen, and efpecially of French Philofo- 
phers when drawn into the vortex of modern 
politics. 

Even the admiffion of the clergy into thefe pro- 
vifional adminiftrations muft have proved a fatal 
boon to the church, as it neceflarily tended to 
change the fpirit of its minifters. Priefts and 
bilhops were admitted, or rather called upon, to 
form a part of thefe adminiftrations, fo foreign to 
their facred fundions, for the confpiracy had not 
yet attained fufficient force to caft them off. The 
zeal for falvation was to be fuperfeded by the wild 
ambition of moving in a fphere fo contrary to 
their calling. Already were feveral prelates di- 
ftinguilhed by this new title of Adminiftrators. 
Soon fhould we have feen them become rather the 
difciples of D’Argenfon, Turgot, and Necker, than 
of Chriftj fbon feen the bifhoprics conferred 
upon none* but Morellets and Beaudeaux, with 
whom religion would have been a very fubordinate 
objed, when compared to the glorious enterprize 
of fyftem- making, or of refilling the Minifters and 
the Sovereign. This was a fure method of ruining 
the church, by robbing her of the real bilhops, 
and fubftituting petty politicians, who would eafily 
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be carried away by the torrent of impiety and 
ambition, and join with heart and hand a Brienne 
or an Expilli. 

Whatever might have been the confequence to 
the church, it is very evident that all thefe new 
forms of adminiftration tended direftly to repub- 
licanize the ftate. Each of thefe petty adminiftra- 
tors would foon have fwelled himfelf into the re- 
prefentative of the province, and the aggregate 
would have ftyled themfelves the Reprefentatives 
of the Nation. The bare appellation of National 
Reprefentative, combined with 'Modern Philofo- 
phifm, fufficed to crulh the Monarchy. 

D’Argenfon did not live to witnefs the experi- 
ment of his fyftcm ; iome may luppofe that he had 
not forefeen its confequences. But it plainly ap- 
pears, that if he even had forefeen them, fo great 
an admirer of municipalized Republics would not 
have been much alarmed. At a time when the 
Sophifters had not fufficiently erafed the love of 
religion from the hearts of the French to efface 
their affection for their Monarch, this fyftem ap- 
peared to make but little impreflion j but we Ihall 
fee the Sophifters afterward making it the parti- 
cular object of their diflertations, to accuftom the 
people to the idea of governing themfelves *. 



• Suppl. to Social Contraft, Part. 3. Chap. 2, by Gudin. 
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To the great misfortune of France, a nian far Montef- 
more capable than D’Argenfon of giving to any quieu * 
fyftcm the Appearance of deep thought and eru- 
dition engaged in thefe political lpeculations. — 

The love of the commonweal may appear to have . 

- dire&ed him toward this ftudy ■, but the real caufe 
is to be found in the reftleflnefs of Philofophifm, 
and in that liberty of thinking which is difgufted 
with every thing around it, and which would con- 
tinue reftlefs even aftef having attained the objeCt 
of which it was in fearch. This man, who by fo 
many claims commands the public veneration was 
Charles Secondat, Baron de la Brede and de Mon- 
tefquieu. He was born on the 18th of January, 

1689, in the Chateau de la Brede, within three 
leagues of Bourdeaux j and in 1716, became pre- 
fident £ mortier of that parliament. We have al- 
ready mentioned, that his firft productions were 
thole of a young man who had no fixed principles 
of religion j and this is clearly perceptible in per- 
ufing the Lettres Perjannes. At a riper age his 
duty called him to the ftudy of the laws but not 
content with the knowledge of thole of his own 
country, and defirous of making himfelf converfant 
in thofe of foreign nations, he made the tour of 
Europe, flayed fome time in England, and then 
returned to France full of thofe ideas which he 
has developed in the two works that have chiefly 
contributed to his fame. The firft is entitled. Con- 
Vol. II. E fiderations 
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derations on the Cau/es of the Grandeur and Decline 
of the Roman Empire , and was publiflied in 1733 j 
the latter was The Spirit of Laws, which appeared 
in 1748. 

Montef- It was obvious, on the firft appearance of his 
wor k on the Romans, that Montefquieu had not 
tacks on acquired from hie travels an additional efteem for 
Throne t * ie 8 0VCrnment °f his own country. One of the 
prime caufes to which he attributes the eclat of 
the Romans, is their love of a Liberty which 
begins by dethroning all Kings. The Sophifters, 
who were ftill lefs favourable to Monarchy, did 
not fail to adopt this idea, to make it the leading 
principle, and to inculcate it in all their dif- 
courfes *. 

Both Montefquieu and his panegyrilts would 
have been more correct, had they traced back to 
this love of liberty all thofe fcourges and inteftine 
broils which harrafied Rome, from the expulfion 
of its • Kings until the reign of the Emperors. — « 
Liberty perpetually convulfed the people, and the 
fen ate could only free themfelves from their cla- 
mours by habitual war and foreign pillage. This 
perpetual ftate of hoftility rendered the Roman 
the moft warlike of all nations, and gave them 
that immenfe advantage which they enjoyed over 
all other people. To the man who has read the 
Roman hiftory, nothing can be more evident.— 

• Eloge de Montefquieu, by D’Alembert. 

But 
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But if fuch be the merits of that liberty which 
expelled the kings from Rome, that antifocial 
fpirit, which, fowing difcord in the interior eco- 
nomy of families, drives them from their homes* 
inures them to fatigue and the inclemency of the 
weather, and gives them all the advantages and 
ftrength of robbers, by forcing them to live on 
plunder, after having denied them the fweets of 
focial life, — the antifocial fpirit, I fay, muft needs 
. poflefs the very fame advantages. 

Montefquieu was fo ftrangely milled by his His para- 
admiration for liberty, that he did not perceive t h e X Kings 
the ftrangely paradoxical pofitions that he ad- of Rome, 
vanced. After having fpoken of the public edi- 
fices, which even -tbjhis day give us a great idea of 
the power and grandeur of Rome under its kings, 
after having faid, “ that one of the caufes of its 
t( prolperity was, that its kings were all great 
" men, and that no country could ever Ihow fucb 
<e a continued feries of ftatefmen and great gene- 
“ rals\ ” he adds, nearly in the fame page, ** that 
“ on the expulfion of the kings it muft neceflarily 
tc follow, either that Rome would change its go- 
<c vernment, or remain a poor and petty monar- 
“ chy In a word, that if Rome arrived at 
that very high pitch of greatnefs, it was owing 
to its having fubftituted annual Confuls to the de- 
throned kings. 

• Confiderations, &c. &c. on the Romans, 

Ea This 
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This work teems with fatyrical remarks oft 
Rome, when again brought under the dominion 
of a monarch ; and his frequent exprdfions of 
regret for the lofs of the Republican Liberty, 
could not but tend to diminilh that love, that 
admiration, that enthufiafm, fo natural to French- 
men for their king. One might really fulpeCt 
that he wilhed to inftil into the minds of the 
people a belief, that what fovereigns call efta- 
blilhing order, is another term for riveting fetters 
on their fubjeds *. 

But the work that we have been confidering, 
was merely a prelude to .the doCtrines which he 
was about to teach ( in his Spirit of Laws ) to all 
His Spirit nations governed by a monarc^ Let us premife, 
of Laws. anc j w j £ j 1 g reat fincerity we fay it, that had we 
to perform the talk of a panegyrift, caufes for 
admiration would abound s had we to anfwer thofe 
critics who reproach Montefquieu with having 
taken the motto, proJem fine matre creatam , and 
giving his work as if it were an original, though 
he may appear to have followed the footfteps of 
Bodin, celebrated for his work on Republics, we 
neverthelefs think we may triumphantly anfwer, 
that the drofs he may have borrowed from others 
cannot alloy the fterling value of his own pro- 
duction j and that in fpite of the errors contained 
in The Spirit of Laws, it will for ever continue 
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to be confidered as the work of a wonderful 
genius *. 

But it is not for us to aflume the charafter, 
either of the critic or of the panegyrift. Our ob- 
jeft is ta inveftigate how far Montelquieu broach- 
ed or influenced revolutionary ideas. It is the mis- 
fortune of a great genius, that his very errors are 
too often converted into oracles. Truth muft often 
fubmit to error, when that error is fupported by 
a celebrated name ! That victory which he would 
have difclaimed, refulted merely from the cele- 

• We jnay fafely aflert, that if Montefquieu has borrowed 
fuch drofs as the Syftem of Climates from Bod in, he has 
thrown afide many articles which by no means coincided with 
his ideas : For example, the definition of a Sovereign given 
by Bodin could never agree with Montefquieu’s notions of a 
free people, or of its reprefentatives. The former is exagge- 
rated. In Bodin’s language, we might fay, that the covenant 
by which the Sovereign is conftituted, gives him the right of 
difpofing at pleafure of the lives and fortunes of every citizen : 
That the foie diftindlion between the Tyrant and the lawful 
King is, that the former ex'ercifes his authority for the fubju- 
gation, while the latter exerts his for the happinefs of the 
people. The generality of Montefquieu’s principles appear 
not to recognize a fufficient Sovereignty in the real Monarch ; 
but the oppofite excefs into which Bodin had fallen may, by 
difgufting Montefquieu, have driven him into the oppofite 
extreme. In Ihort, whether this criticifm be corrett or not 
;s of little confequence, our objedt being to reprefent Mon r 
tefquieu’s ideas exadUy as he has exprefied them, in whatever 
part of the work they may be found, 

E 3 brity 
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brity of his name, and the weight of his autho-. 
rity. The diftindtion which he makes between 
the principles of monarchy and thofe of repub- 
licanifm may convince the reader. In an ordinary 
writer, the whole of that part of the Spirit of 
Laws would have been looked upon as the fport 
of imagination playing upon words. But from 
Montefquieu they are received as the refult of 
profound thought, fandtioned by the great name 
of hiftory. Let us examine whether the notions 
branding monarchy with difgrace can originate 
from any thing but the abufe, of terms. 

Honour, in the general acceptation of his coun- 
trymen, was the fear of being defpiled, and a 
horror particularly of being looked upon as a 
coward. It was the lentiment of Glory and of 
Courage. When a more moral fentiment attached 
itfelf to honour, it was converted into the lhame 
of having done, or of hearing onefelf reproached 
as having done, fome adt unworthy of an honeft 
man ; for inftance, as having broken one’s word. 
Montefquieu, obferving the. defpotic influence 
which this word exercifed over his countrymen, 
adopted honour as the firft principle, the main 
ipring, the prime mover of monarchies, and flat- 
ters republics with having virtue for their firft 
principle *. The chivalry of the French, pleafed 

* Spirit of Laws, Book III. Chap, 3, and following. 

with 
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with the idea, applauds Montefquieu, but does 
not perceive that in adopting the word he falfifies 
the fentiment and metamorphofes it into a falfe 
honour , a prejudice , a thirft of fame, an ambition 
for diftinftions or for favour •, in a word, into all 
the vices of the courtier *. This was bewilder- 
ing honour ; it was telling thole bold knights, fo 
zealous for their king, that they were no more 
than effeminate courtiers, ambitious men, and 
Haves to a prejudice the fource of all the vices 
of courts : an affertion the more evidently falfe, 
as many a Frenchman replete with true honour 
was entirely free from any of thofe vices. Such 
a diftindtion was not only odious and difgraceful, 
it was alfo delufive, and the delufion feems to 
have prevenfed Montefquieu from perceiving 
that hereafter Philofophifm would adopt the prin- 
ciple, but would only repeat the word honour 
as the oppofite to virtue , the principle of republics, 
and brand the royalifts with all the falfe preju- 
dices, the ambition, and other vices which he had 
artfully afcribed to honour. 

This firft error therefore was the offspring of 
delulion. Though, in one fenfe, as much may 
be faid of the pretended principle of democra- 
cies. • In -another point of view, however, this 
principle may be introduced with more corredt- 

* lb. Chap. 7, & pafimy Book III; and V* 

E 4 nefi i 
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nefs j and this latter fenfe appears to be that to 
which Montefqtlieu at firft alluded. It is unde- 
niable, that virtue ought to be more particularly 
the principle of democracies than of any other 
form of government, they being the moft turbu- 
lent and the moft vicious of all ; in which virtue 
is abfolutely neoefiary to control the paflions of 
tnen, to quell that fpirit of cabal, anarchy, and 
faction, inherent to the democratic form, and to 
chain down that ambition and rage of dominion 
over the people, which the wcaknefs of the laws 
can fcarcely withftand. 

But it would have been fatyric in the extreme 
to have adopted this latter fenfe; and Montefquieu’s 
great admiration for the ancient democracies would 
never permit him to give fuch an Explanation of 
the principle. He therefore generalizes or par- 
ticularizes his definitions as fuits his purpofe. At 
one time this virtue, the prime mover of repub- 
lics, is the love of one's country — - that is to fay , of 
Equality — is a political, and not a moral virtue*. At. 
another , this political virtue is a moral one, as it is 
directed to the public good f . In one place it is 
not the virtue of 'individuals J, though in another 
it is every thing that can be underftood by good 
morals, or by the virtue of a people who are pre r 

* Advert ifement of the Author to the new Edition, 
f Note fo chap. 5, Book III. 

| Ibidem. 

ferved 
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fcrved from corruption by the goodnefs of their 
maxims *. Again, it is the moft common virtue 
in that ftate where <c theft is blended with the 
ft ipirit of juftice j the hardeft fervitude with ex- 
“ cels of Liberty, the moft atrocious fentiments 
“ with the greateft moderation}” in fhort, it is 
the virtue of that ftate where “ natural fenti- 
** ments are preferved without the tie of fon, 

(e hufband, or father, and where even chaftity 
w is denuded of modefty and Ihamef,” 

Whatever idea the reader may have formed of 
virtue through the mift which appears to have 
enveloped the genius of Montefquieu in enigmatic 
darknefs, let us alk, which principle will he 
adopt, or which will he conceive to be the moft 
clearly expreffed ? If afked, whether virtue was 
fiot allb to be found in Monarchies, he will 
anfwer, “ I know that virtuous Princes are no 
" uncommon fight; but I venture to affirm, that 
" in a Monarchy it is extremely difficult for the 
“ people to be virtuous J;” and this fentiment, 
fo odious and fo injurious to all Royalifts, will in 
the end be the moft clearly deduced of all the new 
opinions he has broached upon Monarchical Go- 
vernment. Whether fuch were his intentions or 
not, a day will come, when the Sophifters, re- 

* Chap. 2, Book I. + Chap. 6 , Book IV. 

t Chap. 5, Bo<?k Ifl, 

peating 



Digitized by v^.ooQle 




5$ ANTIMONARCHI'CAfc CONSPIRACY. 

peating his afiertions, will fay to the people, 
“ You only love your King becaufe you have not 
“a fufficient fenfe of Philofophy to raife your- 
“ felves above the prejudices of ambition and of falfe 
* c honour ; becaufe you are deftitutc of thofe moral 
“ virtues which direSl to the public good becaufe 
“ you are not inflamed with the love of your Com - 
** try j becaufe you admire that form of Govern- 
u ment, where it is extremely difficult far the people 
tc to be virtuous. You would admire Democracy 
,c were your morals goody and were you fired with 
“ the amor patri# — but, deftitute of virtue and 
** unacquainted with Philofophy, you are only 
“ capable of loving your Kings.” 

Such, as every refle&ing reader mud perceive, 
is the real explanation of thefe principles. The 
Revolution has only brought them into practice. 
We have heard a Robefpierre and a Sieyes, pro* 
claiming to the people, that in crufhing the Scep- 
ter, murdering their King, and conftituting France 
a Republic, they had only put virtue on the order of 
the day. In the midft of maffacres and bloodfhed, 
they profaned the facredname of virtue; and with 
virtue in their mouths they plunged the people 
into the moft horrid fcenes of vice and debauchery. 
But have we not feeri Mdntefquieu teaching them 
how to blend virtue with the mo/l atrocious fenti- 
ments, and how it may reign amidft the hardeft Ser- 
vitude, or the excefs of Liberty ? To attribute fuch 

inten* 
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intentions to this celebrated writer would moft 
certainly be doing an injuftice to his memory ; but 
ftill it is our duty to fpeak unrdervedly on what 
he has written, and to ihew what fentiments na- 
tions may have imbibed from his writings. It is 
awful (whatever may have been his intentions) to 
reflect on the terrible ravages which his opinions, 
fupported by the authority of his name, have 
operated in the minds of men. Error is in its 
infancy with Montefquieu j but it is the fame error 
that was afterwards, in the ftate of manhood, 
adopted by Robefpierrc. Montefquieu would have 
fhrunk back with horror had he heard that Demo- 
cratic villain place virtue for the order of tbe day 
with his fanguinary Republic; but what could the 
aftonifhed matter have replied, on being told, that 
it was extremely difficult for tbe people to be virtuous 
under a Monarch, or under Lewis XVI.? 

Let genius ttirink back with horror at feeing its 
errors traverfe the immenfe interval between Mon- 
tefquieu and Robefpierre; let it tremble at its des- 
potic influence over the public opinion. Without 
deligning any convulfion, by its very name it may 
raife the moft dreadful ftorm. At firft, its errors 
may be tender fhoots ; but, daily gaining bulk and 
ftrength, will they not in the form of maflive limbs 
be wielded by a Condorcet, a Petion, or a Sieyes ? 

During a long period Montefquieu’s opinions 
on the principles of Monarchies and Republics 

. were 
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' were entirely overlooked, and they might have 
remained in oblivion at any other time, when 
Philolbphifm was lefs adtive in its rdearch after 
every means of rendering the Throne odious.— 
Almoft as much may be faid of that Equality 
which, he believed, ** in Democracy limited am- 
“ bition to the foie defire of doing greater fervices 
“ to our country, than the reft of our fellow- 
* c citizens*:” a virtue far too fublime for Mo- 
narchies, " where nobody aims at Equality j it 
" does not fo much as enter their thoughts j they 
** all afpire to fuperiority. People of the very 
f< loweft condition defire to emerge from their 
** obfeurity only to lord it over their fellow-fub- 
“ jedts f.” Genius may have been fo led away, 
as not to perceive how powerful a weapon it was 
forging for the Jacobin, who, extolling the merits 
of this Equality, and perfuading the people that 
it was impracticable under the dominion of the 
Monarch, would alfo paint in glowing colours that 
ambition of ferving the country, arifing from the 
aihes of the Throne and the deftrudtion of the 
Nobility. But there appeared another fyflem in 
the Spirit of Laws, deeper laid, and replete with 
weapons more diredtly pointed at the Throne. 
They were the firft on which Philofophifm feized, 
while others adopted them through ignorance, from 

* Chap. 3, Book V. f Chap, 4, Book V, 

want 
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want of reflection, or from imprudence. They 
were too fatal in the hands of tfie firft rebels not 
to claim a place in thefe Memoirs. 

To form a corredt idea of the Revolutionary State of 
tendency of Montefquieu’s fyftem, we muft revert p r * nc}i 
to the time at which it was publilhed. Whatever Monar- 
may have been the Legiflative forms in the pri- ^fyftem 
mitive days of the French Monarchy, it is certain the di- 
that at the time of his publication (and he avows 0 f Powers 
it) not only the King of France, but moft of the appear'd, 
crowned heads united in their perfons the rights of 
executing the laws, of enafting thofe which they 
conceived neceflary or conducive to the welfare of 
the State, and of judging thole who had infringed 
the law*. 

The reunion of this Triple Power conftitutes an 
abfolute Monarch ; that is to fay, a real Sovereign 
who in his perfon concentrates the whole power 
of the law. At that period the French were far 
from confounding this abfolute power with the ar- 
bitrary power of the Tyrant or the Defpot. This 
power was to be found in Republics and in mixt 
States. Here it exiftcd in the Senate, or in the 
aflfembly of Deputies ; there in the compound of 
the Senate and the King. The French nation 
beheld it in their Monarch, whofe fupreme will, 
legally proclaimed, was the utmoft degree of po- 
litical authority. 

* Chap. 6, Book XI. 

This 
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This fupreme will, conftituted into law by the 
requifite forms, was equally binding on the King 
and on his fubjedts. It is not only Henry IV. and 
his Minifter Sully, who declare that thefirft law of 
the Sovereign is to obferve them all j but it is Lewis 
XIV. that Prince whom the Sophifters affedtedly 
ftyle the Defpot, who at the height of his glory 
openly proclaims this obligation in his edicts : 
“ Do not let' it be faid,” are his words, “ that the 
** Sovereign lhall not be fubjedt to the laws of the 
* c ftate. The rights of nations proclaim the con- 
<{ trary truth, which has fometimes been attacked 
“ by flattery, but which all good Princes have de- 
fended as the guardian of their ftates. How 
“ much more accurate it is to fay, that to confti- 
“ tute the perfedt happinefs of a kingdom, it is 
“ neceflfary in order that the Prince fhoukl be 
“ obeyed by his fubjedts, that the Prince Jhould obey 
“ the Laws , and that thofe laws fhould be juft and 
“ diredted to the public good *!” 

This obligation alone in the Sovereign imme- 
diately deflroys all defpotic or arbitrary power.— 
For, in the idiom of modern languages, the Delpot 
is the man who rules only by his paflions and 
caprice ; under whom no fubjedt can be at eale, 
as he is ignorant whether his mafter will not punifli 
\ 

• Edi& of Lewis XIV. 1667; alfo the Treatife of the 
Queen’s Rights on Spain. 

5 him 
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him to-day for having executed the orders he had 
received from him yefterday. 

In fhort, it may be juftly faid, that Political 
Liberty confifts in two points : lft, That every 
Citizen fhould be free to do all that is not for- 
bidden by the law: 2dly, That the law fhould 
preferibe or forbid any particular adtion for the 
public good only, Experience will vouch for the 
corredlnefs of this definition. And where could 
the honeft and upright man, obedient to the laws 
of his country, enjoy greater fecurity and freedom 
than he did in France ? 

It may indeed be objedted, that there exifted 
many abufes, but did they not originate from the 
genius of the French, or from an excefs rather 
than a want of liberty ? Were the confpirators to 
exclaim againft the immoral and impious Minifter 
for having abufed the power with which he was 
entrufted, when thefe Sophifters had during many 
years confpired againft the morals and piety of the 
whole nation? No; they had no right to complain 
that the law was often facrificed to private paf- 
fions; the exadt obfervance of the law fhould have 
been thpir prayer, but they only fought after ruin 
and revolution. 

One real abufe had crept into the French Go- 
vernment, which favoured much of Defpotifm. — 
This was the ufe of Lettres des Cachet. Undoubt- 
edly they were illegal. On a bare order from the 

King 
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King the fubjeft loft his liberty. I will not de- 
fend fuch an abufe by faying, that none but the 
higher dalles or feditious writers were expofed to 
the effect of this arbitrary power. But, perhaps, 
few are acquainted with the origin of thole Let- 
ters. It was to the moral charafter of the French, 
and to the notions particularly of the higher claffes, 
that this abufe owed its origin ; and it was necef- 
lary either to do away thofe notions, or to leave fb 
formidable a power in the hands of the Monarch. 

Such was the received opinion in France, that a 
family would have thought itfelf difhonored, if 
any child, brother, or near relation were brought to 
juftice. Hence it was, that their families, fearing the 
arm of the law, applied to the King to obtain an 
order to imprifon any profligate youth whole irre- 
gular condudt might difgrace the family. If any 
hopes of reformation could be conceived, the Let- 
tre de Cachet was only temporary, and ferved as a 
correction ; but where the offence was criminal 
and infamous, the culprit was imprifoned for life. 

The reader muft not be milled to fuppofe, 
that thefe Letters were granted on a mere re- 
queft and without any inquiry into the cafe. 
After Mr. de Malelherbe’s adminiftration, the. 
petitions fent to the King were tranlmitted to 
the Intendant of the Province, who immediately 
ordered his fub-delegate to call a meeting of the 
relations and witneflfes, and to take minutes of their 
6 ■ , pro- 
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proceedings. On thefc informations, which were 
forwarded to the Minifters, his Majefty granted or 
refufed the Lettre de Cachet *. 

Under luch reftndlions it was evidently rather 
the authority of a common parent, which the King 
exercifed over his fubjedts, than that of a defpot 
enflaving them. With the notions which the 
French nation had adopted, it was the neceflary 
means of preferving the honor of different families j 
and few were vidtims to this authority but thofo 
who were dangerous either to private or public 
fociety. From the ufe to the abufe of a thing, 
however, the diftance is but fmall } a profligate 
minifter might exercife this power againft the ci- 

• Although thefe Lettres de Cachet did not generally regard 
the commonalty, yet the King, wheii petitioned, did not al- 
ways refufe them to the lower clafles. I was once ordered to 
attend one of thofe meetings as interpreter for an honed Ger- 
man* who, though low in life, had requeued his Majedy to 
grant a Lettre de Cachet for his wife, who, violent and chole- 
ric, had attempted to dab him, but fortunately he had dopped 
her hand. The poor man, unable to live in peace or fafety 
with this woman, and unwilling to bring her before a tribunal, 
had recourfe to the King, who ordered the Intendant to take 
all the proper evidence. The relations and witnefles were • 
fecretly aflembled. I faw the Subdelegate examine the fads 
with the greated humanity. The whole being verified, the 
minutes were laid before his Majedy, and the Lettre de Cachet 
granted. The lady was confined ; but in a few months fhe 
was permitted to return, and was ever after a model of gen- 
tlenefs and fubmiffion. 

Vol. II. F tizen 
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tizen or the magiftrate who had fulfilled his duty 
with the greatcft integrity. Nor was it unexam- 
pled, that a minifter, fdlicited by powerful men, 
rather confulted their private animalities, than 
public jufticc, or gentle utility. But a profligate 
minifter abuftng his authority does not make his 
King a defpot. The morals of the higher claffes 
being perverted, as we have feen, by Philofophifm, 
the abufe of this prerogative might loudly call for 
reform; but are the Sophifters thence* juftifiable in 
feeking to overthrow the Monarchy ? 

In lhort, whatever may have been the caule of 
thefe abufes at the period when the Spirit of Lows 
appeared, it had never entered the minds of F rench- 
men, that'they lived under a defpotic government. 
‘Let us hear Jean Jaques Rouffeau lay down the 
law, he who created fyftems to overthrow it ; and 
let the candid reader judge how far the Sophifters 
■arc authorized to rcprefent the French govern- 
ment as arbitrary, oppreflive, and tyrannical.—* 
“ What (fays Jean Jaques) is the true end of a 
“ political aflociation ? Is it not the prefervatipn 
“ and profperity of its members ? And what is 
“ the moft certain fign that they are preferved, 
“ and that they profper ? Is it not the incrcafing 
“ population ? We need feek no further for the 
“ fign in difpute ; but pronounce that government 
" to be infallibly the belt (provided there is no 
* c particular circumftance to make it ftanyd an ex- 
8 “ ccption 
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<c ception to a gene cal rule) Under which, without 
“ the application of any improper, mentis, without 
“ the naturalization of ftrangers, without receiving 
“ any new colonifts, the citizens increafe and mul- 
<c tiply : and that to. he the worft under which they 
v leflen and decay. Calculators, it is now your 
” affair; cjouot, meafurcand compare them 
The fame author adds, “ It is a long continuance 
“ in .the lame fituation that makes prolpcrity or 
u calamj ty real. When a whole’ nation lies cruibed 
u under the foot of defpotifm, it is then that the 
" people perifh; and it is then that their mailers 
w can hurl deftruAion among them with impunity, 

,f ubi folitudinem faciunt , pacem appellant (and call . 
u peace, the filence of the delert they have created). 

“ When the factions of the chief men of France 
** had arifen to fuch a height as to agitate the 
“ kingdom, and the coadjutor of Paris judged it 
" necelfary to carry a dagger in his pocket every 
time he went into the Parliament, the French 
fe people lived free and at eafe, they were happy 
c< and their numbers increaled. The profperity 
** of a nation and its population depends much. 

“ more on liberty than on peace j\” 

Thus, without taking on himlelf the talk of 
calculator, Jean Jaques confefles that the French 
people, even in the midft of civil broils, lived free 

* Social Contraft, Chap. 9, Book 3. f lb. in the Note. 

F 2 and 
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and dt eaje. But let us attend to one of his tnoft 
faithful difciples, who undertook to calculate, and 
that at a time when the Revolution had done away 
every idea of exaggerating the happinefe of the 
French people under the government of their 
Kings. The revolutionift Gudin, in his annota- 
tions on the above text, and in his Supplement to 
the Social Contract, has examined and calculated, 
year by year, the Hate of the population, the 
deaths, births, and marriages of all the principal 
towns in the kingdom during the courfe of this 
century, and then proceeds : “ The author of the 
“ Social Contra# fpoke a grand truth when he 
“ exclaimed: Calculators, it is now your affair; 
“ count , meafure, and compare. His advice has 
“ been followed ; we have calculated, meafured, 
“ and compared, and the refult of all thefe calcu- 
<c lations has demonftrated that the population of 
“ France is really twenty-four millions, though it 
“ had always been fuppofed to be under twenty ; 
<c that the annual births amount to one million j 
“ and that the population is daily increafing. 

“ Hence we may conclude, after Roufieau, that 
** the government was very good. It really was 
“ better than it ever had been at any period fincc 
“ the deftruftion of that which the Romans had 
“ eftablilhed in Gaul.” Such are the words of the 
fame author, and according to his' calculations it 
was in the reign of Lewis XVI. whom the Sophif- 

ters 
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ters reprefent as the haughtieft of delpots, that the 
population of France began to increafe regularly and, 
umvetfally throughout the whole kingdom , notwith-; 
(landing, all his wars. 

** The long reign of Lewis XV. (another al-. 
** ledged delpot, under whofe reign the Antimo- 
“ narchical Confpiracy was begun and irrdefatiga- 

bly conduced ; was not expofed to fuch cala- 
“ mities ; and it is certain, continues, the revolu- 
“ tipnift; (Judin, that during the whole monarchy 
“ there has exifted no period when population in- 
** creafed in a more conftant and uniform progref- 
“ lion throughout the whole kingdom, than during 
“ that reign. It increafed to that amazing, height, 
“ tha^ from twenty-four to twenty-five. bullions of 
“ fotdswere fpread over a furface of 'twenty- five 
“ ; thbufand fquare leagues, which makes, about a' 
** million of fouls to .a thoufand fc|uare leagues, or 
“ a thoufand inhabitants to every lquare league; 
“ a population Jo unparalleled, in Europe that it 
“ might be almqft looked upon as a prodigy.” 

Let us b£ar the fame author on the Rate of 
France at the time when the Revolution broke 
out, which, he is perpetually extolling j and let us' 
remapky that the work whence <we have extracted ' 
our documents was fo .acceptable to the Revolu- 
tionary Aflembly, that by a particular .degree of 
the - 13th of November 1790, it accepted fbebomage 
ofUzz a stronger contrail cannot be fketched be- 

F 3 tween 
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tween that Revolution and its authors, whether 
diftant or immediate, and the accdUty of thofe 
plans by which they pretended to work the hap* 
pinefs of the Empire.- The iame author conti- 
nues.: 

The French territory, is lb well cultivated, 
“ that its arinualt produce is eftiinatsd at four thou* 
“ land millions. < . / 

“Its currency amounted to two thoufand two 
“ hundred millions, and the gold and Hirer em- 
u ployed in plate and jewels may be eftimated at' 
f<1 a fimilar amount; 

The Records of the Aflhkage Qfilce in Paris 
“ atteft, that the annual confutnption dr rather 
tf wafte of refined'gold, in. gilding fownture, car-' 
tf flages, pafteboard, china, niib, fans, buttons; ' 
*? book'.,' id fpatting jjuffe, or in plating filver, 
<c amounted to ‘the enonhous fum Of eight bun* 
“ dred thoufand livres. • ‘ 

The^profitom trade was annually computed' 
“ at between forty and fifty millions. 

“ The taxes paid by thepeopfe did hot exceed 
“ fix hundred and ten. or twelve .millions, which 
“ does not amount to one third pf the, circulating 
“ medium, nor to one fixdi part of the graft 
** territorial produce, and which probably cannot 
4 * be corhputtedat more tham one third of the 
* r neat' produce, a fum whieh m that proportion 

i. “..cohid 
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** could riot have been exorbitant if every one had 
<f paid according to his means 

** In this kingdom were annually born upwafds 
“ of 928,000 children; in Ihort, nearly a million. 

** The town of Paris contained 666,000 inhabit- 
“ ants. Its richer were fo great* that it paid An- 
<* nuaUy one hundred millions into the King’s 

* As this laft fentence alludes to the privileges ppd exempt- 
tiohs of the Clergy and Mobility, I cannot feut refer my rea- 
der to a work attributed to Mr. Sbtfac de Meilhali, £hd Which 
is very fa&sfe&ory oil this point; If contains the following 
pafihge » .*? fcfr. Necker it length, in & nson^ent df pi^utf 
“ againft his ungrateful children, difclofed the whole truth* 

“ and declared before the National Aflbmbly, that the ex- 
“ emptions of the Clergy and Nobility, which had been re- 
a prfeffciited iti fo odious a light, did not exceed fevfeii mfHions 
u of livrfes ($iB>l8ih) that the hajlfof that fill* btlbftgtft t6 
u the privileged perfon? of tM Turf -*od, that the ta* 

"on enregiftering, ( droit de control* ) which on}/ bote oa 
“ the two firfi orders, amply balanced the privileges they, 
u enjoyed with regard to the ordinary taxes. ^Thefe me- 
" morable Words Wefe fpoktii in the face of dll fiurope, but 
** were drowned i a the tries of the vl&etious demagogues; 

" The Clergy, the Nobility, and the Monarchy* all have 
" perifhed,” — and perifhed under the pretence of an inequa^ 
lity of privileges (an empty aflertion), which was more than 
amply compenfated by a lingle tax on the privileged orders. 

This was the tax on all public a&s. It was rated in propor- 
tion to the fum fpecified in the laft, or ta the tithe infertedt 
“ Thus the Mpft High and Puiflent Lord, hforquis, Count 
" or Baron, was “rated according tp his birth, or rank, while 
" a citizen only paid itr the ratio of his obfcurity.” Vide that 
work, ahd nbte to Chap. 6. 

F 4 “ coffers. 
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u coffers, about one fixth of the whok taxation 
** of France. 

tc But even this immenfe taxation did not over- 
** burthen Paris. Its inhabitants lived in afflu- 
“ ence. If its daily confumption amounted to one 
** million, at leaft from eighty to one hundred 
w millions were neceffary for its interior circula- 
“ tion. 

“ In Ihort, calculators have eftimated, that 
** during the reign of Lewis XV. the population 
“ of the country was increafed by one ninth, that is 
** to fay, by two millions five or fix hundred thou- 
w fand fouls. 

' “ Such Was the ftate of France and of Paris at 
** the time the Revolution took place i and as no 
“ other ftate in Europe could exhibit fuch a po- 

Supple- « pulation, nor boaft of fuch revenues, it was not 

ment to r . 

the Social w without reafon that it faffed for the firjl kingdom 

Contraft. « on fa continent." 

See note 

fopula. The revolutionift Gudin, to whom we are 

,m ' indebted for all thefe particulars, concludes by 
laying, v I thought it neceffary to ftate in a pre- 
<e cife and exaft manner the population and riches 
“ of the kingdom at the period when Jo grand a 
“ Revolution took pla<;e. I apprehended that this 
“ inveftigation would Ihew the future progrefs of 
** the nation i and lerve as a table by which we" 
** might calculate the advantages that will accrue 
•* from the conftitution when brought to perfec- 

" tion.” 
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*' tion.” Without doubt our author has by this 
time formed his opinion on the adYantages of that 
conftitution j but we can plainly fee by his enthu- 
fiaftic admiration of the revolution, and of the 
Philolophers to whom he attributes the. honor of 
having effected it *, that he was very far front 
wifhing to exaggerate the liberty and. happinefs of 
France under the Monarchy. By the foregoing 
long extract we have no other objeft in view, than 
that of furnilhing the hiftorian with the proper 
materials (all extracted froip the greateft admirers 
or chief authors of the French Revolution) to, en- 
able him to judge of thofe, lyftetns in which the 
Revolution originated, and to appreciate properly, 
the wifdomorthe imprudence of its authors.— ButJ 
to return to Montefquieu. 

Precifely at that period when L’Efprit des Leix 
was publilhed, the French were fo happy and fo 
pleafed with their King, that the lurname of well- 
beloved (Hen amie ) had refounded from one extra* 
mity of the nation to the other. And, unfortu- 
nately for Montefquieu, it is from this publication 
that we are to trace all thofe Philofophical reveries 
on Equality and Liberty, which at firll only pro- 
duced difquiet and doubt, but which foon after 
created other fyftems, that milled the French people 
in their ideas on government, that weakened the 

* Book 111. Chap, on the Philofophen. 

tie 
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tie oF affection between the fubje& and the mo- 
nardr, and generated at length the monfter of 
Revolutions. 

There is an effential difference to be perceived 
between Voltaire and Montefqtlieil. Voltaire, ai 
We have fhoWn, would willingly have endured a 
Monarch that fhould have connived at his impiety. 
He would have thought himfelf fafficiefltly free* 
had he been allowed publicly to blafpheme; and,- 
gerierally' fpeaking, he was more partial to thd 
forms of Monarchy, or of AriftoCracy, than t6 
fhofe of Democracy. It was his hatred to religiori 
(and he hated religion mote than he loVed Kings J 
Which plunged hiin into the municipalizing fyfi 
tem. 

Hisadmi- With Montefquieu it was far otherwife. Though 
foireign° r *** ft dt “^different on the fubjeft Of religious 
laws. His liberty, it was neverthelefs Monarchy itfelf that 
uappli- he meant to invefttgate. He propofed to regulate 
cable to all kingly power and authority according to his 
try.coun* ^ political liberty. Had religious liberty 
been carried to excefs, ftill he would have looked 
Upon himfelf* as immerfed in flavery in every 
ftate where the public authority was not fubdivid T 
ed, according to his fyftem, into three diftinffc 
power!, the Legiflative, the Executive, and tbt 
Judiciary. This diftinftion was new to the French 
nation, which had been accuftomed to view its 
Monarch as the central point of all political au- 
thority. 
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thdrity. The peaceful ages they had pafled under 
their Legiflative Kings little inclined them to envy 
the boifterous liberty of a neighbouring country, 
perhaps more celebrated for its civil broils in queft 
of liberty, than for the wifdOm of its conftitation, 
which* at length fixing every mind and every heart, 
had fcaroely terminated a long ftruggle between 
the" Monarch and the People. 

Without doubt we may admire, as much as 
MOfttefquieUy the Wifdonvof that nation which ha* 
lkftOwn how to model its laws according to the ex - 1 
periencd It had acquired during thole ftruggleS. 
Laws indeed, congenial to the mantlets which 
characterize it, to its local fituation, and even to 
ks prejudices. But is that conftitution, the moft 
perfeCtl perhaps exifting for a nation futrOlmded by 1 
the ocean, to be equally perfect when tranfpianted 
into a continental ftate ? Has not nature, by di- 
yerfrfyiftg the foil, varied its culture? Are men, 
fo heterogeneous in their characters, men that may 
be viewed under fo many different points, ate they, 
ik order to attain happinefs and freedom, to be 
reduced to one only mode of government? No; 
it Would have been madnefs to adopt the Engfilh 
cOftftitution in France. The genius of the French 
nation mult have been totally changed before a 
Frenchman would believe himlelf free where the 
Englilh man does not even perceive the yoke of 
the law; before the former would refrain from 

abuling 
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abufing that liberty which the latter will fcarcely 
tafte of; and particularly before the Frenchman 
could be kept within thole limits where the Englilh- 
man refts content. 

We are willing to believe, that Montelquieu 
had never made thefe reflections, when, carried 
away by his admiration for foreign; laws, he was 
inventing new principles, and pre&nting as con- 
ftantand general fuch truths, as would make his 
countrymen view their Sovereign in the light of a 
real Delpot, and the mild government they lived, 
under, though fo conformable to their interefts 
and their genius, as that of a njoft horrid and 
lhameful flavery. 

It is painful to apply fuch a reproach to this' 
celebrated writer ; but can hiftory refrain from 
oblerving the fatal impreffion which fuch doCtrines 
His fyf. muft have made on a people fo long accuftomed 

enate^e f ° ^ VeU * ^ ~fi veut ^ (a$ the King 

French wills, fo wills the law); the dodrines, I fay, of 

from their him who dared aflert as a demonftrated truth, that 
King. 

“ when the legiflative and executive powers are 
t( united in the fame perfon or in the lame body 
“ of magiftrates, there can be no liberty ; be- 
c ‘ caufe apprehenfions may arife left, the fame 
“ Monarch or Senate Ihould enaCt tyrannical laws,. 
“ to execute them in a tyrannical manner*.” Put 

• Chap. 6 , Book XI. 

* 

in 
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in laying down this principle he had taken care to 
fay immediately before, w the political liberty of 
** the fubjedt is a tranquillity of mind, arifing 
" from the opinion which each one has of his 
" fafety. In order to have this liberty, it is re- 
" quifite that the Government be fo conftituted, 
" as that one man need not be afraid of ano- 
« ther* ” 

Either Montefquieu mud have believed the 
French reader incapable of uniting thefe two 
ideas, or elfe he meant to fay, “ Frenchmen 1 
You believe that under the government of your 
King you are in fafety, and enjoy liberty. Your 
opinion is erroneous, it is lhameful. Amidft that 
calm which you feem to enjoy there is no liberty j 
and none can exift fo long as you repeat fi veut le 
Rot , Jt veut la lot j in Ihort, fo long as the Le- 
giflative and Executive Powers are united in the 
perfon of your King. He mud be deprived either 
of the one or the other ; or elfe you mud fubmit 
to live in the perpetual terror of tyrannical laws, 
tyrannically executed." 

- This language is not held out to the French 
alone, but to every people governed by Kings, 
even to mod Republics, where, as he himfelf re- 
marks, thefe powers were often united. The 

Tvhole univerfe was then in a ftate of flavery, and 

* 

* Chap. 6. Book XI. j 

Mon- 
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Montefquieu was the apoftle fent to teach them to 
break their chains, chains fo light that few . were 
even fenfible of their exiftence ! A general Revo- 
lution was then neceffary, that mankind might 
afiert its liberty ! I could wilh to exculpate Mon- 
tefquieu j but if on the one fide I am afraid of at- 
tributing intentions to him which he never had, 
on the other I dare not revile genius by feparating 
it from reafon j by laying that he had laid down 
new principles without even perceiving their moft 
immediate conferences. It is a hard talk to re- 
present Montefquieu brandilhing the torch of dif- 
Cord between nations and their Kings, between the 
fubje&s even of Republics and their Senates, or 
their Magiftratesj but would it not be fomething 
more or lefs than kindnefs, to behold the torch* 
and the man who wields it, without daring to in- 
timate the intention of kindling a blaze ? How 
chimerical muft have been that terror of tyranni- 
cal laws tyrannically executed, in a country where 
the legiflator himfelf is bound >by pre-exifting 
laws, whole foie object is the preservation of pro- 
perty, liberty, and the Safety of the fubjeft ! — 
What a phantom fueh a fuppofitioji muft be in a 
country where the King was omnipotent in the 
love of his fubje&s, and null in tyranny > ' in ,a 
country where, if the reprefentations of the Magi- 
strates were infulHcient, the Monarch could never 
refill thole of the people, whole very filence was 

fuffi- 
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/ufficient to difarm him, and he would abrogate 
any number of laws to make them return to their 
noify acclamations. Montefquieu, who attributes 
Jo much influence to climates, might very well 
have taken into confideration the manners, the 
.character, and the received opinions, ading fo 
much more powerfully among his countrymen 
. than in any other nation. But the fa d was, that 
the French laws enadted by their Legiflative Mo- 
narchs were not to be furpafled either in wifdotn 
or mildnefs by the laws of any country j under 
thofe Legiflative Kings they had feen their liber- 
ties, fo far from being contraded, afcertained and 
extended, arid fads are better authorities than 
fyftems *. 

The fame error, the fame delufion fhows itfelf His errors 
when Montefquieu believes every thing to be dicU^*** 
ruined, if the Prince who has enaded a law has Power, 
the power ©f judging the man who tranfgrefles it. 

Such a fear might be reafonable in a country 

• On this occafum we may cite Mr. Garat, a lawyer 
whofe opinion cannot be riiiftrufted, having with many other 
sefhis brethren diftinguiftied hknfalf by his philofaphical zeal 
for the Revolution ; and before that period he was one of the 
moil obftinate fticklers for the fovereignty of the peoffe.— 
Neverthelefs he fays, €t at prefent all laws emanate from the 
cc fupreme will of the Monarch, who no longer has the whofe 
nation for hk council. Rut hk throne is fo eafy of aceefi, 
f€ that the wifhes of the nation can always reach it.” Garat* s 
Repert: dr JwriJprnd+*rt. Souvs&ahj* 

where 
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when the Legiflative Monarch could be both 
judge and plaintiff*, thus fitting in judgment on his 
own caufe, and over thole of his fubjefts of whom 
he might have reafon to complain ; or where the 
Legiflative King becomes foie Magiftrate and foie 
Judge, or violates the accuftomed forms requiring 
a certain number of Magiftrates and votes to con- 
demn or abfolve a fubjeft. This was a chime- 
rical terror in every true Monarchy, where, as in 
Trance, the firft law is to obferve thofe of nature, 
which will always preclude either Sovereign or 
Magiftrate from fitting in judgment on their own 
caufes, and on their private differences with the 
fubjeft. A terror ftill more futile wherever, as 
in France, the King might be call in his own tri- 
bunal's, and where equally with any fubjeft he was 
bound by the law. Hence nothing could ever 
have made the French unite the idea of Defpotifm 
to that of a Monarch the judge of his fubjefts. 
*^ith what romantic ideas and tender affeftion 
they were wont to paint thofe happy days when 
Lewis IX. furrounded by his fubjefts as if they 
Jiad' been his children, would, under a lhady oak, 
hear and determine their differences, with all the 
authority and juftice of the firft magiftrate of his 
.kingdom*! How new muft it then have been foi 
•the people tahear Montefquieu affert, that “ there 

* See Joinville’s Memoirs. 

” is 
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**■ is no liberty, if the power of judging be not 
feparated from the Legiflative and' Executiye 
" Powers ! Were it joined with the Legiflative, 
ct the life and liberty of the fubjedt would be ex- 
tc poled to arbitrary control, for the Judge would 
c * then be the Legiflator. Were it joined to the 
“ Executive Power, the Judge might behave with 
" all the violence of an oppreflor. There would 
“ be an end of every thing, were the fame man, 

“ or the fame body, whether of the Nobles or of 
“ the people, to exercife thofe three powers, that 
,c of enacting laws, that of executing the public 
“ resolutions, and that of judging the crimes or 
** determining the difputes of individuals 

Montefquieu appears to have felt the danger of 
fuch leffons, when he really leeks to confole na- 
tions by telling them, that “ moft kingdoms in • 
Europe enjoy a moderate government, becaufe 
“ the Prince who is inverted with the firft two 
“ powers leaves the third to his fubjedts.” But 
fuch a diftindtion can little avail of what confe- 
quence can it be, that the Prince Ihould leave this 
third power to his fubjedts, when about twenty 
lines higher Montefquieu has laid down as a con- 
ftant principle, that when the two firft powers are 
united in the fame perlon there can be ,no Liberty ? 

And why does he immediately add, “ In Turkey, 

• Chap. 6 , Book XI. 

Vol.II. G " where 
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ct where thefe three powers are United in the Sul- 
te tan’s perfon, the fubjefts groan under the weight 
u of the molt frightful oppreflion *?” Is it not 
very well known, that the Sultan generally leaves 
the judiciary power to the tribunals ? Could the 
illuftrious author have meant to addrefs his coun- 
trymen in faying, " You who in every age of 
“ yotir hiftory behold your Kings exercifing this 
“ power, fuch as Hugues Capet judging Arnould 
de Rheims; as Lewis the Younger, the Bilhop 
“ of Langres, and the Duke of Burgundy; as 
(t Lewis IX. adminiftering juftice to all thole of 
“ his fubjedts who had recourfe to him; as 
“ Charles V. judging the Marquis of Saluces, or 
“ Charles VII. condemning the Duke of Alen- 
« $on; as Francis I. pronouncing on the Conne- 
“ table de Bourbon, and Lewis XIII. judging the 
“ Duke de la Valette; in fine, all you, I fay, who 
** behold your Monarchs exercifing the judiciary 
* c power, learn that there was an end of every thing 
** under fuch Princes, who were real Sultans, by 
“ whom the fubjeft was made to groan under the 
<c molt frightful defpotifm , and that you are in dan- 
t( ger of feeing it revised every time your Kings 
tc lhall exercife the fame powers j-.” 

Would 

* Chap. 6, Book XI. 

f It might be objected, that fome of the Kings, as in the 
cafe of Francis I. who fat in judgment on trials for High Trea- 
fon were judges in their own caufe. But in reality thofe are 

caufes 
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Would it not have been wifer and more corredt 
if Montefquieu had faid, that what conftituted the 
despotic power in the Sultan was the power of 
capriciouily and inftantaneoufly pronouncing on 
all points, following no other guide but his paf- 
jfion and his momentary intereft ? He fends the 
bowftring and it is an order to diej but can fuch 
an order be deemed a judgment. He fends it be* 
caufe he wills it, little regarding the letter or dc- 
cifions of the law j and it little imports whether 
fuch a will be afiented to by a fenate which may 
hear the title of judges, or whether he wills it alone, 
and in djredt oppofition to fuch a body of Magi* 
Urates. Such is the power which creates a Sul- 
tan, and which conftituted Defpotifm. But is it 
not chimerical to fuppofe, that in France the power 
of making a law and then pronouncing according 
to die decifions of that law antecedently made and 
promulgated, cOuld conftitute Defpotifm f 

taufcs which intcrcft the whole Hate. It might as well be 
objc&ed, that a French Parliament could not judge a traitor 
to the date, becaufe it is the caufe of every Frenchman. 
This was an objection made againfl Francis I. in the cafe of 
the Marquis de Saluces. It was quaihed by the Attorney 
General. But its having been made is fufficient to prove that 
the King was no defpot> iince the laws of the country and 
a coin of jullice were to decide, whether he could exercifc 
his power in that particular cafe.— f Refer t : it JuriJfrud, art* 
Rot, far M. PolvtreL) 

G 2 This 
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This erroneous aflertion of fo celebrated a wri- 
ter is the more extraordinary, as we find it fully 
refuted in that part of his work where he treats of 
thofe ancient Dukes and Counts who, under the 
ancient government of the Franks, exercifed the 
three powers. “ It may. be imagined, perhaps, 
•“ (he fays) that the government of the Franks 
« muft have been very fevere at that time, fince 
“ the fame officers were inverted with a military 
“ and a civil power, nay, even with a fifcal 
,f power over the fubje&s, which in the jpre- 
ceding books I have obferved to be diftin- 
“ guifhing marks of Defpotic Authority. But it 
“is not to be believed, that -the Counts pro- 
•** nounced judgment by themfelves, and admi- 
>* niftered juftice in the fame manner as the 
“ Bafhaws do in Turkey. In order to judge af- 
“ fairs, they aflembled a kind of aflizes where the 
** principal men appeared. The Count’s affiftants 
“ were generally feven in number; and as he was 
“ obliged to have twelve perfons to judge, he 
filled up the number with the principal men. 
u But whoever had the jurifdiftion, whether the 
“ King, the Count, the Grafio , the Centenarian, 
“ the Lords, or the Clergy, they never judged 
“ ■ alone ; and this ufage, which derived its origin 
“ from the forefts of Germany,” as alfo did the 
beautiful JyJlem of the admirable conftitution, 
«* was ftill continued even after the fiefs had af- 

« fumed 
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f< fumed a'new form*'.” He was not then to come 
and tell the French people, whofe Kings did not 
judge alone in modem more than they had done 
in former. times, that all was over with them, that 
Liberty was at an end, becaufe the judiciary 
power was not feparated from the legiflative and 
executive powers. 

It is eafy to fee what difquiet fuch principles p urt j ier 
muft have created in the minds of his country- error, 

* t • V t 

men, and how they expofed the -Royal Authority g Ct l s C t h e e * 
to odium and miftruft. But, alas! thisw'ork con- Sutes- 
tains the origin of far greater evils. • * lS1 * 

Forewarnedby experience of the troubles which 
accompanied the States- General, the French fel- 
dom recalled them to mind but to enjoy the peace 
and glory they had acquired under Monarchs, who 
by their wifdom had fupplied the want of thofe 
ancient States. Montefquieu not only fpread his 
falfe alarms on the legiflative and executive. powers 
of the Sovereign, but he was unfortunate enough 
to lay down as law to the people, that every ftate 
that wifhes to believe itfelf free muft only confide 
in itfelf, or its reprefentatives, for the enabling of its 
laws. He was the firft who faid, “ As in a free 
“ State every man , who is fuppofed a free agenty 
ft ought to be his own governor , fb the legiflative. 
fC power ought to refide in the whole body of the 

* Chap. 1 8, Book XXX. ' 

G 3 “ people. 
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rt people. But fince this is impoffible in large 
« States, and in fmall ones is fubjeft to great in-* 
te conveniences, it is fit that the people fhould exe- 
f( cute by their Reprefentatives what they cannot 
u execute by themfelves 

This is not the place to obferve what a multi* 
tude of errors thefe affertions contain; the chief is 
that of having converted into a principle what he 
had obferved in England, without confidcring that 
often what has conduced one nation to Liberty, 
may lead another into all the horrors of Anarchy, 
and thence to Pefpotifm. On feeing this opinion 
laid down as a general principle, the French be- 
lieved, that to become a free ftate it was neCeffary 
for them to return to their former Ststes-Gencral, 
and veil them with the legiflative power. And in 
order to throw the fifeal power alfo into their hands 
Montclquicu adds, ** If the legiflative power 
f< were to fettle the fubfidies, not from year to 
year, but for ever, it would run the rijk of lofing 
“ its Liberty, becaufe the executive power would 
“ no longer be dependent ; and when once it was 
ct pofiefied of fuch a perpetual right, it would be 
u a matter of indifference, whether it held it of 
“ itfelf, or of another. The fame may be faid, 
“ if it ihould fix, not from year to year, but for • 
fe ever, the fea and land forces with which it is to 
ff entruft the executive power f.” 

♦ Chap. 6, Ppok XL •(• Ibid. 

When 
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When we confider how little fuch a do&rine 
was ever thought of in France before Montef- 
quieu had written ; when we behold that fwarm of 
fcribbling copyifts, who all repeat that Liberty is 
at an end wherever the people do not exercife the 
legiflative and fifcal powers, either by themfelves 
or by their reprcfentatives j when we compare this 
do&rine with that of the firft revolutionary rebels, 
whether under the denomination of Conftitutional- 
ifts or Monarcbifts ; when we reflect that it was 
ipn fuch principles that Necker, Turgot, Barnave, 
Mirabeau, and La Fayette, founded their fyftema- 
fic rebelli^p, do we not immediately infer (an 
awfpl truth indeed for Montefquieu, but which 
hiftory can never hide), that it is to Montefquieu 
the French muft trace that fyftem which disjoints 
the fceptre and throws the Monarch into the 
hands of the people, who by means of their re- 
prefentatives proclaim their pretended laws j that 
fyftem which recalls the States-general, who foon, 
ftyling themfelves a National Aflembly, leave no- 
thing to their king but the -theatrical fhow of 
royal pageantry, until, carryjng their confequences 
ftill further, the people afl'ert their unbounded fo- 
vereignty by dragging the unfortunate Louis XVI, 
to the fcaffold. 

Hiftory will be aftonifhed when it beholds 
Montefquieu, ignorant of his fyftem having been 
precifely that which the moft inveterate enemies 

Q 4 of 
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of his country had formerly adopted, in hopes of 
diminilhing the luftre and grandeur which it en- 
joyed under the dominion of its kings. For ever 
will the memory of thole fervile copyifts, the 
Conftitutionalifts and Monarchifts, be odious to 
their country, when it lhall be remembered that 
their main objed was to fubjed their Monarch 
to the authority of the States-General, and thus 
confummate the very plan concerted by the fo- 
reign enemy. 

His Syf- All thefe wonderful men, who were fo well 
incide°" veri " ec * * n the Englilh conftitution, might during 
with thofe their refearches have learned what every Englilh 
greateft ^ool-boy was acquainted with, who, in his molt 
enemies tender years, on receiving Salmon's Geography 
State 6 mu ^ have re ad the following paffage: “ January 
“ 1 6th, 1691, at the Congrefs of the Hague, 
*' conlifting of the Princes of Germany, the 
* £ Imperial, Englilh, Italian, Spanilh, and Dutch 
“ minifters, a declaration was drawn up, wherein 
« they folemnly protefted before God that their 
** intentions were never to make peace with 
“ Lewis XIV. until -the Eftates of the kingdom 
« of France Ihould be eftablilhed in their ancient 
« liberties ; fo that the Clergy, the Nobility, and 
• « the Third-Eftate, might enjoy their ancient 
“ and lawful privileges j nor till their kings for 
*< the future Ihould be obliged to call together 
ff the faid eftates when they defired any Jupply x 
r “ withf 
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ft without whom they fhould not raife any 
tc money, on any pretence whatever, and till the 
** parliaments of that kingdom and all other bis 
ic JubjeSls were rejlored to their juft rights. And 
“ the confederates invited the fubjc&s of France 
* f to join with them in this undertaking for re- 
* f ftoring them to their rights and liberties , threa- 
* f tening ruin and devaftation to thofe who rc- 
" fufed 

It is thus that, after thirty years of the molt 
learned difcuffion and refearch on the part of 
Montefquieu, and forty years of new difcufiion 
on the part of his learned difciples, the Confti- 
tutionalifts and Monarchifts, that they adopt that 
plan for reftoring their country to liberty which 
every Englilh fchool-boy knew to have origi- 
nated in the mind of the enemy, who wifhed to 
overturn the throne, and tarnifh the luftre which 
France had acquired under its Legiflative Mo- 
narchs. 

Had I already faid it, I fhould neverthelefs re- 
peat, that the object here in debate is, not what 
the ancient conftitution of France has been/ nor 
whether their kings enjoyed the legiflative power, 

(which has been very ill difcuffed by our modern 
politicians) •, ftill lefs are we difpofed to agitate 
the queftion, which is the molt perfect confti- 
tution in itfelf i Nobody will deny that govern- 
♦ Edit. 1750, Page 309. 
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mcnt to be the beft, under which the people are 
happieft at home, and moft formidable abroad j 
and fuch a reflexion will fuffice to Jhow how 
baneful the do&rincs broached by Montefquieu 
and repeated by the Sophifters of Rebellion muft 
have proved to France : they who came to ftun 
their countrymen with the pretended fears of def- 
potifin, alienating their minds frqm their own 
conftitution to excite their admiration for foreign 
laws, and that at a time when the love of the fub- 
jefts for their king was carried to dnthufiafm after 
the tranquil miniftry of the Cardinal Fleury, and 
the brilliant campaigns of the Marefchal de Saxe 
in Flanders. 

It may be difficult to decide how far this im- 
prudent dottrine is to be looked upon as the error 
or as the perverfion of genius ; were we to ap- 
peal to the teftimonies of his greateft admirers, 
we ffiould not heFtate at the latter decifion, and 
fhould rank him among the Sophifters of Rebellion, 
as the Se6fc appears to have done. D’Alembert 
rather accufes than defends him, when, anfwering 
thofe who complained of the obfeurity of the 
Spirit tf Laws, he fays, (< AH that may appear 

obfeure to common readers is not lb to thofe 
(< whom the Author had particularly in view. 
*' BeGde, a voluntary obfeurity ceafes to be ob- 
tf feure. M. de Montefquieu, often wiffiing to ad- 
“ Vance certain important truths, which, boldly 
6 " an( j 
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w and abfolutely expreffcd, might have given of- 
tf fence, to no purpofe, very prudently difguijed them, 
u and by this innocent artifice hid them from thofe 
K who might have been offended, without deftroy- 
,c ing their intended effeft on the fage *.*’ It is 
difficult to pafs over this voluntary objcurity in a 
man who has advanced principles fo fubverfive of 
the laws and government of his country. His 
pretended innocent artifices would almoft convince 
the reader, that all thofe proteftations of Montef- 
quieu were hypocritical and fophiftical, when we 
fee him, after having {trained every nerve to prove 
to moft nations that they are perfect ftrangers to 
liberty, and that their kings are real defpots, feek- 
ing every means to difpel any fufpicion of his 
being of that difquiet, morofe, and feditious tem- 
per which thirds after revolutions. 

Nor is the fufpicion removed by D’Alembert 
when heurbmpliments him as having “ diffufed 
** that general light on the principles of govern- 
“ ment which has rendered the people more at- 
* f tached to what they ought to love.” What can 
be the fignification of “ what they ought to love” 
in the mouth of this artful Sophifter ? Why 
lhould he not have faid more attached to. their 
King and the Government of their country ? But 



* Montefquieu’s Elogy by D’Alembert, at the head of the 
5th volome of the Encyclopedia. 

WC 
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'.we have already leen how little this Sophifter was 
attached to either the one or the other. 

It is equally unfortunate, that his panegyrift; 
now that the name of Encyclopedift is fo juftly 
covered with opprobrium, Ihould extol his zeal 
for that monftrous digeft, whofe object remains 
no longer a fecrct, or when the moft revolution- 
ary among the Sophifters pofitively aflert, that 
Montefquieu would not have written had not Vol- 
taire written before him. Condorcet, by advancing 
fuch a, proportion, clearly means, that if Voltaire 
had not fucceeded fo well in his Antichriftian Con- 
fpiracy, Montefquieu would not have contributed 
fo powerfully towards the political revolution ; — 
that if the one had; been lefs daring againft the 
Altar, the other would have dared lefs againft 
the Throne. - 

In folving this unfortunate problem, what 
*' damning proof ” would be acquired againft 
Montefquieu if the authenticity of a letter which 
appeared in one of the London papers could 
ever be afcertained ! Voltaire and D’Alembert 
confpired againft the Jefuits, becaufe they be- 
lieved that fociety to be one of the firmed: props 
to religion ; Montefquieu, if the letter be ge- 
nuine, prefles for their deftrudion, becaufe he 
thought them too much attached to the Royal 
authority. “ We have a Prince,” fays he, " who 
“ is good, but weak. That fociety employs every 
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<€ art to transform the Monarch into a Defpot. 
ct If it fucceeds : I tremble for the confequences, 

** civil war will rage, and ftreams of blood will 
“ inundate every part of Europe. — The Englifh 
c * writers have thrown fo great a light upon 
c * Liberty, and we have fo great a defire of 
preferving what litde of it we enjoy, that 
** we Ihould make the word flaves in the 
** world. ” 

Were thofe violent and extreme meafures 
■which we have fince witnefled already taken ? 
This letter would indicate as much j befide, it is 
entirely written in the ftyle of a conlpirator. It 
;is full of fiich expreflions as thefe : “ If we can* , 
“ not write freely, let us think and alt freely. We 
* c muft wait patiently, but never ceafe working 
“ for the caufe of Liberty. Since we cannot fly 
“ to the pinnacle, let us climb.” 

Could it be poflible that Montefquieu had 
already formed the plan of driving out the Swifs 
Guards, and of calling forth the National Guards 
of the revolution ? The following lines ftrongly 
denote fuch a plan : c * What a point Ihould we 
" have gained, if we could once get rid of thofe 
mercenaries and foreign foldiers ! An army of 
“ natives would declare for Liberty, at leaft the 
“ greater part, of them would. But that is the 
“ very rcafon why foreign troops are raain- 

tained. 
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' “ tained However difficult it may appear to 
vindicate Montefquieu from being a confpirator, 
if it be true that he was the author of the 
above letter, ftill I muft fay what may abfolutely 
excufe him. This letter may have been written 
in a moment of anger, and be the effeft of one 
of thofe fantaftical contradictions from which the 
greateft genius is not always exempt. Mooted 
quieu had bellowed the higheft encomiums on the 
Jefuits in his Spirit »f Laws f j but that did 
not hinder them from condemning feveral of his 
propofitions. The refentment of the moment 
might have induced him to wilh for their deltruc- 
tion. It is generally known, that his feelings 
were more alive to criticifm than could be fop* 
pofed for a man of his fuperior genius. All hk 

♦ It is earneftly requefted of all perfons who may have 
•any further knowledge of that letter, or are in poifeilion of 
the newljpaper in which it was publilhed, that they will be 
kind enongh to give fnch information to the Author, at 
Mr. Dulau’s, Bookfeller, No. 107, Wardour-ftreet. He can* 
not queftion the veracity of the Abbe le Pointe, who gave 
him the tranflation of it, taken from an Evening Newfpaper 
about the latter end of 1795; but, not attaching the fame 
. importance to the letter which the Author would have done, 
d>e Abbe neither remarked the tide nor the date of the paper 
which he tranflated it from, and that the Author hopes will 
-plead hit excufe for troubling his readers. 

f Chap. 6, Hook IV.^r 

* love 
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